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TITLE  1 6 — COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade  Commission 

[Docket  5465] 

Part  3 — Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

REXALL  DRUG  CO.  ET  AL. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  3.155  Prices — Exaggerated  as 
regular  and  customary ;  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions.  Subpart — Offering  unfair,  im¬ 
proper  and  deceptive  inducements  to 
purchase  or  deal:  §  3.2080  Terms  and 
conditions.  In  connection  with  the  of¬ 
fering  for  sale,  sale  or  distribution  of 
drug  products  or  any  other  articles  of 
merchandise  in  commerce,  representing 
through  the  use  of  the  term  “One-Cent 
Sale”,  or  words  of  similar  import,  or 
otherwise,  that  two  units  of  respondents’ 
merchandise  may  be  purchased  for  the 
price  of  one  unit  plus  one  cent,  when  the 
price  of  one  unit  of  said  merchandise 
used  in  said  representations  is  in  excess 
of  the  price  at  which  one  unit  of  said 
merchandise  is  customarily  and  usually 
sold  in  the  respective  stores  to  which  the 
representations  relate;  or  representing 
in  any  manner  that  the  customary  or 
usual  price  of  respondents’  merchandise 
at  retail  stores  to  which  the  representa¬ 
tions  relate  is  in  excess  of  the  price  at 
which  the  merchandise  is  by  the  respec¬ 
tive  stores  customarily  offered  for  sale 
and  sold  in  the  normal  course  of  busi¬ 
ness;  prohibited. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  722;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
U.  S.  C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  Rexall 
Drug  Company  et  al..  Docket  5465,  April  6, 
1950  j 

In  the  Matter  of  Rexall  Drug  Company, 
a  Corporation  ( Formerly  Known  as 
Vnited-Rexall  Drug  Company  and  as 
United  Drug  Company) ;  Liggett  Drug 
Company,  Inc.,  a  Corporation ;  and  The 
Owl  Drug  Company,  a  Corporation 
( Named  in  the  Complaint  as  Owl  Drug 
Company ) 

This  proceeding  having  been  heard  by 
the  Federal  Trade  Commission  upon  the 
complaint  of  the  Commission,  the  joint 
answer  of  respondents,  and  upon  a  stipu¬ 
lation  as  to  the  facts  entered  into  be¬ 
tween  respondents  and  counsel  support¬ 
ing  the  complaint  which  provides,  among 


other  things,  that  the  Commission  may 
proceed  upon  said  statement  of  facts 
to  make  its  report  stating  its  findings  as 
to  the  facts  (including  inferences  which 
it  may  draw  from  said  stipulated  facts) 
and  its  conclusion  based  thereon  and 
enter  its  order  disposing  of  the  proceed¬ 
ing  without  the  presentation  of  argument 
or  the  filing  of  briefs,  and  which  waives 
the  filing  of  a  recommended  decision  by 
the  trial  examiner;  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion  having  made  its  findings  as  to  the 
facts  and  its  conclusion  that  the  re¬ 
spondents  Rexall  Drug  Company  and 
The  Owl  Drug  Company  have  violated 
the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Trade  Com¬ 
mission  Act: 

It  is  ordered,  That  respondents  Rexall 
Drug  Company,  a  corporation,  and  The 
Owl  Drug  Company,  a  corporation,  and 
their  respective  officers,  agents,  repre¬ 
sentatives  and  employees,  directly  or 
through  any  corporate  or  other  device, 
in  connection  with  the  offering  for  sale, 
sale  or  distribution  of  drug  products  or 
any  other  articles  of  merchandise  in 
commerce,  as  “commerce”  is  defined  in 
the  Federal  Trade  Commission  Act,  do 
forthwith  cease  and  desist  from; 

Representing  through  the  use  of  the 
term  “One-Cent  Sale”,  or  words  of  simi¬ 
lar  import,  or  otherwise,  that  two  units 
of  respondents’  merchandise  may  be  pur¬ 
chased  for  the  price  of  one  unit  plus  one 
cent,  when  the  price  of  one  unit  of  said 
merchandise  used  in  said  representa¬ 
tions  is  in  excess  of  the  price  at  which 
one  unit  of  said  merchandise  is  custo¬ 
marily  and  usually  sold  in  the  respective 
stores  to  which  the  representations  re¬ 
late  ;  or  representing  in  any  manner  that 
that  the  customary  or  usual  price  of 
respondents’  merchandise  at  retail 
stores  to  which  the  representations  re¬ 
late  is  in  excess  of  the  price  at  which 
the  merchandise  is  by  the  respective 
stores  customarily  offered  for  sale  and 
sold  in  the  normal  course  of  business. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  charges 
of  the  complaint  relating  to  the  ad¬ 
vertising  representations  made  by  the 
respondent  Liggett  Drug  Company  in 
connection  with  the  “One-Cent  Sales” 
conducted  by  said  respondent  be,  and 
the  same  hereby  are,  dismissed. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  charges 
of  the  complaint  relating  to  certain  of 
the  representations  used  by  respondents 
in  the  advertising  of  so-called  “Factory- 

( Continued  on  next  page) 


CONTENTS 

Agriculture  Department  PaS* 

See  Production  and  Marketing 
Administration ;  Rural  Electrifi¬ 
cation  Administration. 


Alien  Property,  Office  of 

Notices : 

Vesting  orders,  etc.: 

Societe  de  Prospection  Elec- 
trique  (Procedes  Schlum- 

berger) _  4157 

Von  Heydebreck,  Eva _  4157 

Displaced  Persons  Commission 

Rules  and  regulations: 

Revision  of  regulations;  correc¬ 
tion _  4132 


Federal  Communications  Com¬ 
mission 

Notices ; 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Coastal  Broadcasting  Co. 
(WHIT)  and  Common¬ 
wealth  Broadcasting  Corp. 


(WELS) _  4143 

Gulf  Beaches  Broadcasting 

Co.  Inc _  4146 

International  Bank  for  Re¬ 
construction  and  Develop¬ 
ment  et  al _  4146 

Johnston  Broadcasting  Co. 
and  Pilot  Broadcasting 

Corp.  (WTNB) _  4143 

News  Journal  Corp.  (WNBD) 
and  Ralph  D.  Epperson 

(WPAQ) _ 1 _  4146 

Sevier  Valley  Broadcasting 

Co.  (KSVC) _  4147 

Valley  Broadcasting  Co. 
(KLOK)  and  Charles  E. 

Salik  (KCBQ) _  4146 


West  Texas  Broadcasters,  Inc. 
and  Tul’e  Broadcasting  Co_  4146 

Federal  Power  Commission 

Notices : 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Cities  of  Ripley,  Booneville, 


and  Baldwyn,  Miss -  4148 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co -  4149 

Commonwealth  Natural  Gas 

Corp _  4147 

Hope  Natural  Gas  Co _  4148 

Jersey  Central  Power  &  Light 

Co _  4148 

Montana -Dakota  Utilities  Co.  4149 
Northwestern  Illinois  Gas  & 

Electric  Co _  4147 

Prince  George’s  Gas  Corp —  4148 

4127 


4128 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


FERERAIMREfilSTER 


Published  daily,  except  Sundays,  Mondays, 
and  days  following  official  Federal  holidays, 
by  the  Division  of  the  Federal  Register, 
National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration,  pursuant  to  the 
authority  contained  in  the  Federal  Register 
Act,  approved  July  26,  1935  (49  Stat.  500,  as 
amended;  44  U.  S.  C.,  ch.  8B),  under  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  by  the  Administrative  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Federal  Register,  approved  by 
the  President.  Distribution  is  made  only  by 
the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  Govern¬ 
ment  Printing  Office,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 

The  regulatory  material  appearing  herein 
is  keyed  to  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
which  is  published,  under  50  titles,  pursuant 
to  section  11  of  the  Federal  Register  Act,  as 
amended  June  19,  1937. 

The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by 
mail  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $1.50 
per  month  or  $15.00  per  year,  payable  in 
advance.  The  charge  for  Individual  copies 
(minimum  150  varies  in  proportion  to  the 
size  of  the  issue.  Remit  check  or  money 
order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent 
of  Documents,  directly  to  the  Government 
Printing  Office,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republica¬ 
tion  of  material  appearing  in  the  Federal 
Register. 


1949  Edition 

CODE  OF  FEDERAL 
REGULATIONS 

The  following  books  are  now  available: 

Titles  1-3  ($2.50) 

Title  3,  1949  Supp.  ($1.75: 


POCKET  SUPPLEMENTS 

(For  Use  During  1950) 

The  following  Pocket  Supplements  are  now 
available: 

Titles  28-29  ($0.30) 

Titles  30-31  ($0.25) 

Title  33  ($0.25) 

Titles  35-37  ($0.20) 

Previously  announced:  Titles  4—5  ($0.30); 
Title  6  ($1.00);  Title  7:  Parts  1-209 
($0.55);  Parts  210-899  ($0.75);  Parts  900 
to  end  ($0.75);  Title  8  ($0.20);  Title  9 
($0.20);  Titles  10-13  ($0.20);  Title  14: 
Parts  1—399  ($1.50);  Parts  400  to  end 
($0.30);  Title  15  ($0.40);  Title  16  ($0.25); 
Title  17  ($0.20);  Title  18  ($0.20);  Title  19 
($0.20);  Title  20  ($0.20);  Title  21  ($0.30); 
Titles  22-23  ($0.25);  Title  24  ($0,551; 
Title  25  ($0.20);  Title  26:  Parts  1-79 
($0.20),  Parts  80-169  ($0.25);  Parts  170- 
182  ($0.25);  Parts  183-299  ($0.30);  Title 
26:  Parts  300  to  end;  and  Title  27  ($0.25) 


Order  from  Superintendent  of  Documents, 
Government  Printing  Office,  Washington 
25,  D.  C. 


CONTENTS— Continued 


Federal  Power  Commission —  Pa8e 
Continued 

Notices — Continued 
Hearings,  etc.— Continued 
South  Carolina  Public  Service 

Authority _  4147 

Tennessee  Gas  Transmission 

Co.  (3  documents) _  4147 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe 

Line  Corp _  4147 

Wisconsin  Power  and  Light 
Co _ 4147 

Federal  Trade  Commission 

Rules  and  regulations: 

Rexall  Drug  Co.  et  al.;  cease  and 

desist  order _  4127 

Venetian  blind  industry;  trade 
practice  rules _  4129 


Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion 

Notices: 

Applications  for  relief: 

Aluminum,  scrap,  from  Texas 

to  official  territory _  4150 

Coal,  bituminous,  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  to  White  Bridge, 

Tenn _  4149 

Formaldehyde  from  Texas  and 
Oklahoma  to  Scotchlite  Sid¬ 
ing,  Minn _  4150 

Iron,  pig,  from  Texas  to  Grand 

Haven,  Mich _  4150 

Petroleum  products  from 
Jacksonville,  Fla.,  to  Flor¬ 
ida  and  Georgia -  4149 

Western  Pacific  Railroad  Co.  et 
al.;  rerouting  or  diversion  of 

traffic _  4150 

Rules  and  regulations: 

Car  service:  demurrage  on  cars 
held  under  load  at  Great 
Lakes  ports- _ _  4132 


Justice  Department 

See  Alien  Property,  Office  of. 

Labor  Department 

See  Wage  and  Hour  Division. 

Production  and  Marketing  Ad¬ 
ministration 

Proposed  rule  making: 

Milk  in  Greater  Boston,  Mass., 

marketing  area _  4133 

Peanuts _  4133 

Potatoes,  Irish,  grown  in  Wash¬ 
ington _  4138 

Rural  Electrification  Adminis¬ 
tration 

Notices: 

Loan  announcements: 

Alabama  (4  documents) _  4139, 

4140,  4142,  4143 

Alaska _  4141 

Arizona _  4141 

Arkansas _  4141 

Florida  (2  documents)—  4140,4143 

Georgia _  4140 

Illinois _  4143 

Indiana  (6  documents)-  4139-4141, 

4143.4144 

Iowa  (4 documents)  _  4140-4142,  4144 

Kentucky  (3  documents) _  4139, 

4140,4142 

Michigan  (2  documents)  _  4140,  4141 
Minnesota  (4  documents) _ 4139- 

4142. 4144 

Missouri  (2  documents).  4140,4143 


CONTENTS — Continued 

Rural  Electrification  Adminis-  PaZe 
tration — Continued 

Notices — Continued 
Loan  announcements — Con. 

Montana  (4  documents) _  4138, 

4139,4143,4144 

Nebraska  (3  documents) _  4139, 

4143,  4144 

New  Mexico  (4  documents)  __  4140, 

4141,4144 

North  Carolina  (2  docu¬ 
ments) _  4139 

North  Dakota  (2  documents)  _  4142 

Ohio _  4142 

Oklahoma  (2  documents) _  4143, 

4144 

Oregon -  4142 

South  Carolina _  4143 

South  Dakota  (2  documents)  _  4138, 

4140 

Tennessee  (3  documents) _ 4139, 

4142 

Texas  (3  documents) _  4139, 

4141,4144 

Washington _  4144 

Wisconsin  (2  documents) _  4141, 

4142 


Wyoming _  4140 

Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission 

Notices: 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Arkansas  Power  &  Light  Co__  4153 

Ascher,  Sidney _  4154 

Brody,  David _  4154 

Bryson  &  Co -  4155 

Costelle,  Laurence  Steele _  4155 

Crider,  W.  C _  4156 

Curry,  Arthur  V _  4156 

Equity  Corp.  et  al -  4153 

Mississippi  Power  &  Light  Co_  4152 

Motorola,  Inc _  4151 

Philadelphia  Co _  4151 

Potomac  Edison  Co.  et  al _  4151 

Wage  and  Hour  Division 

Notices : 


Puerto  Rico;  minimum  wage 
rates  for  employees  in  various 
industries _  4144 

CODIFICATION  GUIDE 

A  numerical  list  of  the  parts  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents 
published  in  this  issue.  Proposed  rules,  as 
opposed  to  final  actions,  are  identified  as 


such. 

Title  7  pag« 

Chapter  VII: 

Part  729  (proposed) _  4133 

Chapter  IX: 

Part  904  (proposed) _  4133 

Part  992  (proposed) _  4138 

Title  8 

Chapter  IV: 

Part  700 _  4132 

Part  701 _  4132 

Part  702 _  4132 

Part  705 _  4132 

Part  706 _  4132 

Part  710 _  4132 

Title  16 
Chapter  I: 

Part  3 _  4127 

Part  191 _  4129 

Title  49 

Chapter  I: 

Part  95 _ 4132 


Wednesday ,  June  28,  1950 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


4129 


To- You”  sales  be,  and  the  same  hereby 
are  dismissed  without  prejudice  to  the 
right  of  the  Commission  to  institute  a 
new  proceeding  against  the  respondents 
or  to  take  such  further  or  other  action 
in  the  future  as  may  be  warranted  by 
the  then  existing  circumstances. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  re¬ 
spondents  Rexall  Drug  Company  and 
The  Owl  Drug  Company  shall,  within 
sixty  (60)  days  after  service  upon  them  of 
this  order,  file  with  the  Commission  a 
report  in  writing  setting  forth  in  detail 
the  manner  and  form  in  which  they 
have  complied  with  this  order. 

Issued:  April  6,  1950. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  D.  C.  Daniel, 

Secretary . 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5542;  Filed,  June  27.  1950; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


[File  No.  21-423] 

Part  191 — Venetian  Blind  Industry 

PROMULGATION  OF  TRADE  PRACTICE  RULES 

Due  proceedings  having  been  held 
under  the  trade  practice  conference  pro¬ 
cedure  in  pursuance  of  the  act  of  Con¬ 
gress  approved  September  26,  1914,  as 
amended  (Federal  Trade  Commission 
Act) ,  and  other  provisions  of  law  admin¬ 
istered  by  the  Commission: 

It  is  now  ordered,  That  the  trade  prac¬ 
tice  rules  of  Group  I  and  Group  II,  as 
hereinafter  set  forth,  which  have  been 
approved  and  received,  respectively,  by 
the  Commission  in  this  proceeding,  be 
promulgated  as  of  June  28,  1950. 

Statement  by  the  Commission.  Trade 
practice  rules  for  the  Venetian  Blind  In¬ 
dustry,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  are 
promulgated  by  the  Federal  Trade  Com¬ 
mission  under  the  trade  practice  con¬ 
ference  procedure. 

The  rules  are  directed  to  the  preven¬ 
tion  of  various  unfair  trade  practices  and 
the  maintenance  of  fair  competitive  con¬ 
ditions  in  the  public  interest  in  harmony 
with  the  requirements  of  law. 

Industry  members  are  the  persons, 
firms,  corporations,  and  organizations 
engaged  in  the  manufacture,  assembly, 
sale,  or  distribution  of  Venetian  blinds  or 
parts  or  accessories  therefor.  The  rules 
define  and  proscribe  unfair  trade  prac¬ 
tices  in  the  sale,  offering  for  sale,  or  dis¬ 
tribution  of  such  Venetian  blinds,  parts 
and  accessories,  and  of  products  repre¬ 
sented  as  being  Venetian  blinds.  Aggre¬ 
gate  annual  sales  of  Venetian  blinds  at 
retail  approximate  $200,000,000. 

Proceedings  for  the  establishment  of 
rules  were  instituted  upon  application 
made  by  industry  members.  A  general 
industry  conference  was  held  under 
Commission  auspices  in  Chicago,  Illinois, 
at  which  proposals  for  rules  were  sub¬ 
mitted  for  consideration  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  Thereafter  a  draft  of  proposed 
rules  was  published  by  the  Commission 
and  made  available  to  all  industry  mem¬ 
bers  and  other  interested  or  affected 
parties  upon  public  notice  whereby  they 
were  afforded  opportunity  to  present 
their  views,  including  such  pertinent  in¬ 
formation,  suggestions,  amendments,  or 


objections,  as  they  desired  to  offer,  and 
to  be  heard  in  the  premises.  Pursuant 
to  such  notice,  public  hearing  was  held  in 
Washington,  D.  C.,  and  all  matters  there 
presented,  or  otherwise  received  in  the 
proceeding,  were  duly  considered  by  the 
Commission. 

Following  such  hearing,  and  upon  full 
consideration  of  the  entire  matter,  final 
action  was  taken  by  the  Commission 
whereby  it  approved  and  received, 
respectively,  the  Group  I  and  Group  II 
rules  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

Such  rules  become  operative  thirty 
(30)  days  from  the  date  of  promulgation. 

The  rules.  These  rules  promulgated 
by  the  Commission  are  designed  to  fos¬ 
ter  and  promote  the  maintenance  of  fair 
competitive  conditions  in  the  interest  of 
protecting  industry,  trade,  and  the  pub¬ 
lic.  It  is  to  this  end,  and  to  the  exclu¬ 
sion  of  any  act  or  practice  which 
suppresses  competition,  restrains  trade, 
fixes  or  controls  price  through  combina¬ 
tion  or  agreement,  or  which  otherwise 
injures,  destroys,  or  prevents  competi¬ 
tion,  that  the  rules  are  to  be  applied. 
Bee. 

191.0  Definitions. 

GROUP  I 

191.1  Deception  as  to  product  being  a 

“Venetian  blind.” 

191.2  Misuse  of  terms  “custom  built,” 

"made  to  order,”  etc. 

191.3  Misrepresenting  products  as  con¬ 

forming  to  standard. 

191.4  Misrepresentation  as  to  being  a 

manufacturer,  wholesaler,  jobber, 
distributor,  or  retailer,  and  con¬ 
cerning  prices  in  relation  thereto. 

191.5  Deception  as  to  used  or  rebuilt 

products. 

191.6  Passing  off  substandard  or  defective 

products  as  and  for  regular  or 
first  quality  merchandise. 

191.7  Guarantees,  warranties,  etc. 

191.8  Misuse  of  the  word  “free.” 

191.9  False  invoicing. 

191.10  Deceptive  pricing. 

191.11  Other  forms  of  deception. 

191.12  Selling  below  cost. 

191.13  Substitution  of  products. 

191.14  Consignment  distribution. 

191.15  Commercial  bribery. 

191.16  Imitation  of  trade-marks,  trade 

names,  etc. 

191.17  Defamation  of  competitors  or  dis¬ 

paragement  of  their  products. 

191.18  Procurement  of  competitors’  confi¬ 

dential  Information  by  unfair 
means  and  wrongful  use  thereof. 

191.19  Enticing  away  employees  of  com¬ 

petitors. 

191.20  Unfair  threats  of  Infringement 

suits. 

191.21  Inducing  breach  of  contract. 

191.22  Unlawful  coercion  and  combination 

in  restraint  of  trade. 

191.23  Tie-in  sales;  coercing  purchase  of 

one  product  as  a  prerequisite  to 
purchase  of  other  products. 

191.24  Discrimination. 

191.25  Unlawful  Interference  with  com¬ 

petitors’  purchases  or  sales. 

191.26  Aiding  or  abetting  use  of  unfair 

trade  practices. 

group  n 

191.101  Arbitration. 

191.102  Coercion  In  sales. 

Authority  :  S§  191.0  to  191.102  Issued  un¬ 
der  sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  8.  C.  46. 

§  191.0  Definitions.  As  used  in  this 
part  the  terms  “industry  products”  and 


“industry  member”  shall  have  the  fol¬ 
lowing  meanings,  respectively : 

(a)  Industry  products.  The  products 
of  the  industry  consist  of  (1)  Venetian 
blinds  of  all  types,  (2)  parts  of  Venetian 
blinds,  including  slats,  tape,  cord,  hard¬ 
ware,  facia,  head  bars,  bottom  rails,  and 
other  findings,  and  (3)  Venetian  blind 
accessories. 

(b)  Industry  member.  Any  person, 
firm,  corporation,  or  organization  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  manufacture,  assembly, 
sale,  or  distribution  of  Venetian  blinds 
or  parts,  or  accessories  therefor. 

GROUP  i 

General  statement.  The  unfair  trade 
practices  embraced  in  the  Group  I  rules 
herein  are  considered  to  be  unfair  meth¬ 
ods  of  competition,  unfair  or  deceptive 
acts  or  practices,  or  other  illegal  prac¬ 
tices,  prohibited  under  laws  administered 
by  the  Federal  Trade  Commission;  and 
appropriate  proceedings  in  the  public 
interest  will  be  taken  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  prevent  the  use,  by  any  person, 
partnership,  corporation,  or  other  or¬ 
ganization  subject  to  its  jurisdiction, 
of  such  unlawful  practices  in  commerce. 

§  191.1  Deception  as  to  product  being 
a  “Venetian  blind.”  It  is  an  unfair  trade 
practice  to  represent  any  product  as  be¬ 
ing  a  Venetian  blind  unless  such  product 
consists  of  numerous  thin  slats  and  other 
parts  which  are  so  assembled  as  to  af¬ 
ford  control  of  the  admission  of  light 
and  air  through  any  size  window,  door, 
or  aperture  for  which  the  product  is  de¬ 
signed  by  permitting  of  the  raising,  low¬ 
ering,  and  holding  of  the  slats  at  dif¬ 
ferent  positions,  and  the  simultaneous 
opening,  closing,  tilting,  and  setting 
thereof  at  any  angle,  by  easy  manual 
operation,  the  slats  remaining  parallel 
to  each  other,  and  their  ends  in  align¬ 
ment  throughout  any  such  operations. 
[Rule  1] 

§  191.2  Misuse  of  terms  “ custom 
built”  “made  to  order ”  etc.  In  the  sale, 
offering  for  sale,  or  distribution  of  Vene¬ 
tian  blinds,  it  is  an  unfair  trade  prac¬ 
tice  for  an  industry  member  to  use  the 
terms  “custom  built,”  “made  to  order,” 
or  any  other  words  or  terms  of  similar 
import,  as  descriptive  of  any  Venetian 
blind  which  has  not  been  made  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  specifications  as  to  size, 
color,  quality,  etc.,  supplied  by  the  con¬ 
sumer-purchaser  prior  to  the  manufac¬ 
ture  or  assembly  of  the  Venetian  blind, 
as  distinguished  from  a  product  which  is 
a  ready-made  or  stock  Venetian  blind. 
[Rule  2] 

§  191.3  Misrepresenting  products  as 
conforming  to  standard.  Representing, 
through  advertising  or  otherwise,  that 
any  Venetian  blind  or  other  industry 
products  conform  to  a  standard  recog¬ 
nized  in  or  applicable  to  the  industry 
when  such  is  not  the  fact  is  an  unfair 
trade  practice.  [Rule  31 

§  191.4  Misrepresentation  as  to  being 
a  manufacturer,  wholesaler,  jobber,  dis¬ 
tributor,  or  retailer,  and  concerning 
prices  in  relation  thereto,  (a)  It  is  an 
unfair  trade  practice  for  any  industry 
member,  by  trade  or  corporate  name  or 
otherwise,  to  represent  or  to  hold  him¬ 
self  out  as  being  the  manufacturer, 
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wholesaler,  jobber,  distributor,  or  retailer 
of  any  Venetian  blind  or  other  industry 
product  advertised,  offered  for  sale,  sold, 
or  distributed,  when  such  is  not  the  fact. 

(b)  It  is  an  unfair  trade  practice  to 
use  any  other  deceptive  or  misleading 
device,  method,  or  representation  re¬ 
specting  the  character,  nature,  or  status 
of  the  business  of  any  person,  concern, 
or  organization  engaged  in  selling  or  pro¬ 
moting  the  sale  of  any  Venetian  blind  or 
other  industry  product. 

(c)  It  is  an  unfair  trade  practice  for 
any  member  of  the  industry  to  represent 
his  prices  as  being  wholesale  or  manu¬ 
facturers’  prices  when  such  is  not  true 
in  fact,  or  to  otherwise  misrepresent  his 
prices.  (See  also  §  191.10.)  [Rule  4] 

§  191.5  Deception  as  to  used  or  rebuilt 
products.  ( a )  It  is  an  unfair  trade  prac¬ 
tice  for  any  member  of  the  industry  to 
sell,  offer  for  sale,  advertise,  or  other¬ 
wise  represent  any  Venetian  blind  or 
other  product  of  the  industry  as  being 
new  or  unused  when  such  is  not  the  fact. 

(b>  In  the  marketing  of  Venetian 
blinds  which  have  been  used  or  rebuilt 
(or  contain  used  or  rebuilt  parts)  and 
which  have  the  appearance  of  being  new, 
It  is  an  unfair  trade  practice  to  fail  to 
make  full  and  nondeceptive  disclosure 
of  the  fact  that  such  products,  or  speci¬ 
fied  parts  contained  therein,  as  the  case 
may  be,  have  been  subjected  to  previous 
use  or  have  been  rebuilt.  LRule  51 

§  191.6  Passing  off  substandard  or 
defective  products  as  and  for  regular  or 
first  quality  merchandise.  It  is  an  un¬ 
fair  trade  practice  to  advertise,  offer  for 
sale,  sell,  or  cause  to  be  sold  Venetian 
blinds  or  other  industry  products  which 
are  “seconds"  1  or  defective  as  and  for 
first  quality.  When  Venetian  blinds  or 
other  industry  products  which  are  “sec¬ 
onds,”  1  or  have  latent  defects,  are  placed 
on  the  market,  they  shall  be  labeled  or 
marked  as  such,  clearly  and  conspicu¬ 
ously,  and  in  a  manner  sufficiently 
permanent  as  to  carry  to  the  purchasing 
or  consuming  public  and  prevent  misun¬ 
derstanding  and  deception  of  purchasers. 
LRule  61 

§  191.7  Guarantees,  warranties,  etc. 
It  is  an  unfair  trade  practice  to  use  or 
cause  to  be  used  any  guarantee  which  is 
false,  misleading,  deceptive,  or  unfair  to 
the  purchasing  or  consuming  public, 
whether  in  respect  to  the  kind,  quality, 
composition,  serviceability,  value, 
method  of  manufacture  of  the  product, 
or  in  any  other  respect;  or  whether  de¬ 
ceptive  or  misleading  as  to  time  or  char¬ 
acter  of  the  guarantee  or  by  reason  of 
its  being  incompletely  or  confusingly 
stated;  and  it  is  also  an  unfair  trade 


1  A  “second”  Venetian  blind  is  any  blind 
which  has  repainted  slats,  or  defects  in  the 
ladders,  cord,  or  hardware,  or  defects  in  any 
of  the  other  component  parts  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  such  blinds:  Provided,  That 
Venetian  blinds  having  defects  in  the  lad¬ 
ders,  cord,  hardware,  or  other  component 
parts,  of  a  nature  seriously  affecting  use  or 
durability,  should  be  sold  as  defective  mer¬ 
chandise  and  not  as  “seconds;”  and  that  use 
of  the  term  "seconds”  should  be  confined  to 
such  blinds  as  have  only  defects  in  appear¬ 
ance  or  which  are  of  such  a  nature  as  not  to 
seriously  affect  the  utility  and  serviceability 
of  the  blind. 


practice  for  an  industry  member  guar¬ 
antor  to  fail  to  scrupulously  fulfill  the 
terms  of  his  guarantee. 

The  inhibitions  of  this  section  against 
deceptive  or  misleading  use  of  guarantees 
shall  also  be  applicable  to  warranties  and 
to  purported  warranties  or  purported 
guarantees. 

Among  the  practices  inhibited  by  the 
foregoing  provisions  of  this  section  is 
that  of  using  guarantees  which  are 
stated,  phrased,  or  set  forth  in  such  man¬ 
ner  that  although  the  statements  con¬ 
tained  therein  are  literally  and  tech¬ 
nically  true,  the  whole  is  misleading  in 
that  purchasers  or  users  are  not  made 
sufficiently  aware  of  certain  contingen¬ 
cies  or  conditions  applicable  to  such 
guarantees  which  materially  lessen  the 
value  or  protection  thereof  as  a  guar¬ 
antee  to  purchasers  or  users.  [Rule  71 

§  191.8  Misuse  of  the  word  “free.” 
The  use  of  the  word  “free,"  or  wrords  of 
similar  import,  in  advertising  or  other¬ 
wise,  to  designate  or  describe  any  prod¬ 
uct  or  service  which  is  not  in  truth  and 
in  fact  a  gift  or  gratuity,  or  is  not  given 
to  the  recipient  thereof  without  requir¬ 
ing  the  purchase  of  other  merchandise, 
or  requiring  the  performance  of  some 
service,  inuring,  directly  or  indirectly,  to 
the  benefit  of  the  industry  member  using 
such  word,  is  an  unfair  trade  practice. 
[Rule  81 

§  191.9  False  invoicing.  Withholding 
from  or  inserting  in  invoices  any  state¬ 
ments  or  information  by  reason  of  which 
omission  or  insertion  a  false  record  is 
made,  wholly  or  in  part,  of  the  transac¬ 
tions  represented  on  the  face  of  such 
invoices,  with  the  capacity  and  tendency 
or  effect  of  thereby  misleading  or  deceiv¬ 
ing  purchasers  or  prospective  purchasers, 
is  an  unfair  trade  practice.  [Rule  91 

§  191.10  Deceptive  pricing.  It  is  an 
unfair  trade  practice  for  any  member  of 
the  industry  to  advertise  or  otherwise 
represent  prices  for  industry  products 
which  are  false  or  which  have  the  capac¬ 
ity  and  tendency  or  effect  of  misleading 
or  deceiving  purchasers  or  prospective 
purchasers.  Among  the  practices  in¬ 
hibited  by  this  section  are: 

(a)  Representing  or  implying,  in  ad¬ 
vertising  or  otherwise,  that  a  stated  price 
is  for  a  complete  Venetian  blind,  w’hen 
in  fact  the  product  so  priced  is  deficient 
as  to  parts  necessary  and  usual  to  the 
proper  functioning  and  appearance  of  a 
Venetian  blind  (such  as  hardware,  tilt, 
cord  stops,  equalizer,  facia,  brackets, 
etc.). 

(b)  Representing  or  implying,  in  ad¬ 
vertising  or  otherwise,  that  the  price  of 
any  Venetian  blind  also  includes  cer¬ 
tain  services,  such  as  measuring,  install¬ 
ing,  etc.,  when  such  is  not  the  fact. 

(c)  Representing,  in  advertising  or 
otherwise,  that  the  selling  price  of  any 
Venetian  blind  or  other  industry  product 
has  been  reduced  from  what  is  in  fact  a 
fictitious  price,  or  that  such  price  is  a 
reduced  or  special  price  when  it  is  in 
fact  the  regular  selling  price  of  such 
Venetian  blind  or  other  industry  product, 
or  that  the  regular  selling  price  thereof 
is  higher  when  such  is  not  the  fact. 

(d)  Representing  or  implying,  in  ad¬ 
vertising  or  otherwise,  that  prices  ap¬ 


plicable  only  to  certain  sizes  of  Venetian 
blinds  apply  to  other  or  all  sizes  of  blinds. 
The  inhibitions  of  this  paragraph  shall 
apply  when  prices  of  Venetian  blinds 
published  or  advertised  on  a  square  foot 
or  other  size  basis  do  not  apply  to  all 
sizes  of  the  blinds  advertised  and  con¬ 
junctive  and  conspicuous  disclosure  of 
such  fact  is  not  made.  I  Rule  101 

§  191.11  Other  forms  of  deception. 

(a)  It  is  an  unfair  trade  practice  to 
make  or  publish,  or  cause  to  be  made  or 
published,  directly  or  indirectly,  any 
false,  misleading,  or  deceptive  statement 
or  representation,  by  way  of  advertise¬ 
ment,  depiction,  label,  mark,  brand,  or 
otherwise,  concerning  the  grade,  quality, 
freedom  from  defects  or  imperfections, 
utility,  durability,  value,  thickness,  ma¬ 
terial,  color,  color-fastness,  size,  fit,2  ease 
of  cleaning,  washability,  automatism,  re¬ 
movability,  uniqueness,  originality,  man¬ 
ufacture,  or  distribution  of  any  Venetian 
blind  or  other  industry  product,  or  con¬ 
cerning  the  immunity  or  resistance  of 
any  such  product  to  warpage,  fire,  rust, 
or  sag;  or  concerning  the  identity  of  the 
manufacturer  of  any  Venetian  blind  or 
other  industry  product;  or  to  make  any 
representation  concerning  an  industry 
product  which  is  false  or  misleading  in 
any  other  material  respect. 

(b)  The  inhibitions  of  this  section 
shall  be  construed  as  extending  to  de¬ 
ceptive  concealment  as  to  the  kind  or 
kinds  of  materials  used  in  Venetian 
blinds  or  parts  thereof. 

(c)  In  the  interest  of  avoiding  un¬ 
fair  competitive  practices  and  confusion, 
misunderstanding,  or  deception  of  pur¬ 
chasers  or  prospective  purchasers,  ad¬ 
vertisements  describing  Venetian  blinds 
as  having  removable  slats  should  non- 
deceptively  reveal  the  manner  or  method 
by  which  the  slats  may  be  removed  and 
replaced  when  removal  or  replacement 
is  not  simple  and  easy  of  accomplish¬ 
ment  or  involves  the  use  of  a  tool  or 
mechanical  device  or  the  exercise  of 
special  skill.  Use  of  advertisements  or 
sales  promotions  which  are  deceptive  or 
misleading  to  the  public  by  reason  of 
the  concealment  or  nondisclosure  of  the 
manner  or  method  of  removing  and  re¬ 
placing  the  slats,  or  which  are  other¬ 
wise  deceptive  or  false,  is  an  unfair  trade 
practice.  [Rule  11] 

§  191.12  Selling  below  cost.  The  prac¬ 
tice  of  selling  Venetian  blinds  or  other 
industry  products  at  a  price  less  than 
the  cost  thereof  to  the  seller,  with  the 
purpose  or  intent,  and  where  the  effect 
may  be,  to  injure,  suppress,  or  stifle 
competition  or  tend  to  create  a  monopoly 
in  the  production  or  sale  of  such  prod¬ 
ucts,  is  an  unfair  trade  practice.  .  As 
used  in  this  section,  the  term  “cost” 
means  the  total  cost  to  the  seller  of  any 


*  No  representation  should  be  made  by  an 
industry  member  to  the  effect  that  a  Vene¬ 
tian  blind  will  fit  any  window,  door,  aperture, 
or  space  unless  the  dimensions  of  the  blind 
so  represented  are  such  that  the  blind  will 
upon  installation  provide  shading  and  con¬ 
trol  of  all  light  to  which  the  window,  door, 
aperture,  or  space  may  be  exposed,  and  this 
without  undue  excess  of  coverage  of  the 
window,  door,  aperture,  or  space  and  without 
hindrance  to  the  raising  and  lowering,  or 
other  functional  operations,  of  the  blind. 
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such  transactions  of  sale,  including  the 
costs  of  acquisition,  processing,  prepara¬ 
tion  for  marketing,  sale,  and  delivery  of 
.  such  products.  [Rule  121 

§  191.13  Substitution  of  products. 
The  practice  of  shipping  or  delivering 
Venetian  blinds  or  other  industry  prod¬ 
ucts  which  do  not  conform  to  samples 
submitted,  to  specifications  upon  which 
the  sale  is  consummated,  or  to  represen¬ 
tations  made  prior  to  securing  the 
order,  without  the  consent  of  the  pur¬ 
chaser  to  such  substitutions,  and  with 
the  capacity  and  tendency  or  effect  of 
misleading  or  deceiving  purchasers,  pro¬ 
spective  purchasers,  or  the  consuming 
public,  is  an  unfair  trade  practice. 
LRule  131 

§  191.14  Consignment  distribution.  It 
is  an  unfair  trade  practice  for  any  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  industry  to  use  the  practice 
of  shipping  industry  products  on  con¬ 
signment  or  pretended  consignment  for 
the  purpose  and  with  the  effect  of  arti¬ 
ficially  clogging  or  closing  trade  outlets 
and  unduly  restricting  competitors’  use 
of  said  trade  outlets  in  getting  their 
products  to  consumers  through  regular 
channels  of  distribution,  thereby  injur¬ 
ing,  destroying,  or  preventing  competi¬ 
tion  or  tending  to  create  a  monopoly  or 
to  unreasonably  restrain  trade;  Pro¬ 
vided,  however,  That  nothing  in  this 
section  shall  be  construed  as  restricting 
or  preventing  consignment  shipping  or 
marketing  of  Venetian  blinds  or  other 
industry  products  in  good  faith  where 
suppression  of  competition,  restraint  of 
trade,  or  undue  interference  with  com- 
peitors’  use  of  the  usual  channels  of  dis¬ 
tribution,  is  not  effected.  [Rule  14] 

§191.15  Commercial  bribery.  It  is  an 
unfair  trade  practice  for  a  member  of 
the  industry,  directly  or  indirectly,  to 
give,  or  offer  to  give,  or  permit  or  cause 
to  be  given,  money  or  anything  of  value 
to  agents,  employees,  or  representatives 
of  customers  or  prospective  customers, 
or  to  agents,  employees,  or  representa¬ 
tives  of  competitors’  customers  or 
prospective  customers,  without  the 
knowledge  of  their  employers  or  princi¬ 
pals,  as  an  inducement  to  influence  their 
employers  or  principals  to  purchase,  or 
contract  to  purchase,  products  manu¬ 
factured  or  sold  by  such  industry  mem¬ 
ber  or  the  maker  of  such  gift  or  offer,  or 
to  influence  such  employers  or  princi¬ 
pals  to  refrain  from  dealing  in  the  pro- 
ucts  of  competitors  or  from  dealing  or 
contracting  to  deal  with  competitors. 
[Rule  15] 

§  191.16  Imitation  of  trade-marks , 
trade  names,  etc.  The  practice  of  imi¬ 
tating,  or  causing  to  be  imitated,  the 
trade-marks,  trade  names,  or  other  ex¬ 
clusively  owned  symbols,  marks  of  iden¬ 
tification,  designs,  or  patterns  of 
competitors,  which  have  not  been  dedi¬ 
cated  to  the  public  either  directly  or  by 
operation  of  law,  and  where  such  imita¬ 
tion  has  the  capacity  and  tendency  or 
effect  of  misleading  or  deceiving  the  pur¬ 
chasing  or  consuming  public,  is  an  unfair 
trade  practice.  [Rule  16] 

§  191.17  Defamation  of  competitors  or 
disparagement  of  their  products.  The 
defamation  of  competitors  by  falsely  im¬ 
puting  to  them  dishonorable  conduct. 


inability  to  perform  contracts,  question¬ 
able  credit  standing,  or  by  other  false 
representations,  or  the  false  disparage¬ 
ment  of  the  grade  or  quality  of  the  prod¬ 
ucts  of  competitors  or  of  the  source  or 
origin  of  raw  materials  or  parts  used  in 
their  products,  or  the  false  disparage¬ 
ment  of  the  nature  or  form  of  business 
conducted  by  competitors,  their  credit 
terms,  values,  policies,  or  services,  or 
other  false  disparagement,  is  an  unfair 
trade  practice.  [Rule  17] 

§  191.18  Procurement  of  competitors’ 
confidential  information  by  unfair 
means  and  wrongful  use  thereof.  It  is 
an  unfair  trade  practice  for  any  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  industry  to  obtain  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  the  business  of  a 
competitor  by  bribery  of  an  employee  or 
agent  of  such  competitor,  by  false  or 
misleading  statements  or  representa¬ 
tions,  by  the  impersonation  of  one  in 
authority,  or  by  any  other  unfair  means, 
and  to  use  the  information  so  obtained 
in  such  manner  as  to  injure  said  com¬ 
petitor  in  his  business  or  to  suppress 
competition  or  unreasonably  restrain 
trade.  [Rule  18] 

§  191.19  Enticing  away  employees  of 
competitors.  Wilfully  enticing  away  the 
employees  of  competitors  with  the  pur¬ 
pose  and  effect  of  thereby  unduly  injur¬ 
ing  or  hampering  competitors  in  their 
business  and  destroying  or  substantially 
lessening  competition  is  an  unfair  trade 
practice. 

Note:  Nothing  in  this  section  shall  be  con¬ 
strued  as  prohibiting  employees  or  agents 
from  seeking  or  obtaining  more  favorable 
employment. 

[Rule  19] 

§  191.20  Unfair  threats  of  infringe¬ 
ment  suits.  The  circulation  of  threats 
of  suit  for  infringement  of  patents  or 
trade-marks  among  customers  or  pros¬ 
pective  customers  of  competitors,  not 
made  in  good  faith  but  for  the  purpose  or 
with  the  effect  of  harassing  or  intim¬ 
idating  such  customers  or  prospective 
customers,  or  of  unduly  hampering, 
injuring,  or  prejudicing  competitors  in 
their  business,  is  an  unfair  trade  practice. 

I  Rule  20] 

§  191.21  Inducing  breach  of  contract. 
Inducing  or  attempting  to  induce  the 
breach  of  existing  lawful  contracts  be¬ 
tween  competitors  and  their  customers  or 
their  suppliers  by  any  false  or  deceptive 
means  whatsoever,  or  interfering  with  or 
obstructing  the  performance  of  any  such 
contractual  duties  or  services  by  any 
such  means,  with  the  purpose  and  effect 
of  unduly  hampering,  injuring,  or  prej¬ 
udicing  competitors  in  their  business,  is 
an  unfair  trade  practice.  [Rule  21] 

§  191.22  Unlawful  coercion  and  com¬ 
bination  in  restraint  of  trade.  It  is  an 
unfair  trade  practice  for  a  member  of 
the  industry: 

(a)  To  use,  directly  or  indirectly,  any 
form  of  threat,  intimidation,  or  coercion 
against  any  member  of  the  industry  or 
other  person  to  unlawfully  fix,  maintain, 
or  enhance  prices,  suppress  competition, 
or  restrain  trade;  or 

(b)  To  enter  into  or  take  part  in, 
directly  or  indirectly,  any  agreement, 
understanding,  combination,  conspiracy, 
or  concerted  action  with  one  or  more 


members  of  the  industry,  or  with  one 
or  more  other  persons,  to  unlawfully  fix, 
maintain,  or  enhance  prices,  suppress 
competition,  or  restrain  trade.  [Rule 
22] 

§  191.23  Tie-in  sales;  coercing  pur¬ 
chase  of  one  product  as  a  prerequisite 
to  purchase  of  other  products.  The  prac¬ 
tice  of  coercing  the  purchase  of  one  or 
more  products  as  a  prerequisite  to  the 
purchase  of  one  or  more  other  products, 
where  the  effect  may  be  to  substan¬ 
tially  lessen  competition  or  tend  to  create 
a  monopoly  or  to  unreasonably  restrain 
trade,  is  an  unfair  trade  practice. 
[Rule  23] 

§191.24  Discrimination — (a)  Pro¬ 
hibited  discriminatory  prices,  or  rebates, 
refunds,  discounts,  credits,  etc.,  which 
effect  unlawful  price  discrimination.  In 
the  marketing  in  commerce 8  of  industry 
products  of  like  grade  and  quality  for 
use,  consumption,  or  resale  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  and 
subject  to  paragraph  (b>  of  this  section, 
it  is  an  unfair  trade  practice  for  any 
member  of  the  industry  engaged  therein 
to  discriminate  in  price  between  dif¬ 
ferent  purchasers  where  the  effect  there¬ 
of  may  be  substantially  to  lessen  com¬ 
petition  or  tend  to  create  a  monopoly 
in  any  line  of  commerce,8  or  to  injure, 
destroy,  or  prevent  competition  with  such 
industry  member  or  with  any  person 
who  knowingly  receives  the  benefit  of 
such  discrimination  or  with  their  cus¬ 
tomers. 

(b)  The  inhibitions  against  such  dis¬ 
crimination  in  price  shall  be  applicable 
irrespective  of  whether  the  discrimina¬ 
tion  in  the  price  itself  is  effected  in  the 
form,  or  through  the  means,  of  rebates, 
refunds,  discounts,  credits,  allowances, 
or  other  form  of  price  differential. 

( 1 )  However,  nothing  herein  contained 
shall  prevent  differentials  which  make 
only  due  allowance  for  differences  in  the' 
cost  of  manufacture,  sale,  or  delivery  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  differing  methods  or 
quantities  in  which  industry  products  are 
sold  or  delivered  to  said  purchasers. 

(2)  Nor  shall  anything  herein  con¬ 
tained  prevent  persons  engaged  in  selling 
such  products  in  commerce 3  from  select¬ 
ing  their  own  customers  in  bona  fide 
transactions  and  not  in  restraint  of  trade. 

(3)  Nor  shall  anything  herein  con¬ 
tained  prevent  price  changes  from  time 
to  time  where  made  in  response  to 
changing  conditions  affecting  either  the 
market  for  the  products  concerned,  or 
the  marketability  of  the  products,  such 
as  but  not  limited  to  actual  or  imminent 
deterioration  of  perishable  goods,  obso¬ 
lescence  of  seasonal  goods,  distress  sales 
under  court  process,  or  sales  in  good  faith 

*  As  used  In  this  section,  the  word  "com¬ 
merce”  means  “trade  or  commerce  among 
the  several  States  and  with  foreign  nations, 
or  between  the  District  of  Columbia  or  any 
Territory  of  the  United  States  and  any  State, 
Territory,  or  foreign  nation,  or  between  any 
insular  possessions  or  other  places  under 
the  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  or 
between  any  such  possession  or  place  and 
any  State  or  Territory  of  the  United  States 
or  the  District  of  Columbia  or  any  foreign 
nation,  or  within  the  District  of  Columbia 
or  any  Territory  or  any  insular  possession 
or  other  place  under  the  Jurisdiction  of 
the  United  States.” 
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In  discontinuance  of  business  in  the 
products  concerned. 

(c)  Prohibited  brokerage  or  commis¬ 
sions.  In  the  selling  of  industry  products 
in  commerce,3  it  is  an  unfair  trade  prac¬ 
tice  for  any  member  of  the  industry 
engaged  therein  to  pay  or  grant,  or  to 
receive  or  accept,  any  commission,  bro¬ 
kerage,  or  other  compensation,  or  any 
allowance  or  discount  in  lieu  thereof, 
except  for  services  rendered  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  sale  or  purchase  of  such 
products,  either  to  the  other  party  to 
such  transaction  or  to  an  agent, 
representative,  or  other  intermediary 
therein,  where  such  agent,  representa¬ 
tive,  or  other  intermediary  is  acting  in 
fact  for  or  in  behalf,  or  is  subject  to 
the  direct  or  indirect  control,  of  any 
party  to  such  transaction  other  than 
the  person  by  whom  such  compensation 
is  so  granted  or  paid. 

(d)  Prohibited  advertising  or  promo¬ 
tional  allowances,  etc.  In  the  selling  of 
industry  products  in  commerce 3  by  any 
member  of  the  industry,  and  in  the 
course  thereof,  it  is  an  unfair  trade  prac¬ 
tice  for  such  member  to  pay  or  contract 
for  the  payment  of  any  advertising  or 
promotional  allowances  or  any  other 
thing  of  value  to  or  for  the  benefit  of  his 
customer  as  compensation  or  in  consid¬ 
eration  for  certain  services  or  facilities 
furnished  by  or  through  such  customer, 
unless  such  payment  or  consideration  is 
available  on  proportionally  equal  terms 
to  all  other  customers  of  such  member 
competing  in  the  distribution  of  such 
products. 

(1)  As  used  in  this  paragraph,  the 
certain  services  or  facilities  referred  to 
are  such  as  are  furnished  by  or  through 
the  customer  in  connection  with  the 
processing,  handling,  sale,  or  offering  for 
sale,  of  such  industry  member’s 
products. 

(e)  Prohibited  discrimination  in  serv¬ 
ices  or  facilities.  In  the  sale  of  indus¬ 
try  products  bought  for  resale,  with  or 
without  processing,  it  is  an  unfair  trade 
practice  for  any  member  of  the  industry 
engaged  in  commerce 3  to  discriminate  in 
favor  of  one  purchaser  against  another 
purchaser  by  furnishing  certain  services 
or  facilities  upon  terms  not  accorded  to 
all  competing  purchasers  on  propor¬ 
tionally  equal  terms. 

(1)  Said  services  or  facilities  referred 
to  in  this  paragraph  are  such  as  are  con¬ 
nected  with  the  processing,  handling, 
sale,  or  offering  for  sale,  of  the  products 
purchased,  and  the  term  “furnishing” 
as  used  in  this  paragraph  shall  be  con¬ 
strued  as  including  contracting  to  fur¬ 
nish,  and  contributing  to  the  furnishing 
of,  the  services  or  facilities. 

(f)  Inducing  or  receiving  an  illegal 
discrimination  in  price.  It  is  an  unfair 
trade  practice  for  any  member  of  the  in¬ 
dustry,  in  the  course  of  commerce3  in 
which  he  is  engaged,  knowingly  to  induce 
or  receive  a  discrimination  in  price 
which  is  prohibited  by  the  foregoing  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section. 

(g)  Exemptions.  The  inhibitions  of 
this  section  shall  not  apply  to  purchases 
of  their  supplies  for  their  own  use  by 
schools,  colleges,  universities,  public 
libraries,  churches,  hospitals,  and  chari¬ 


table  institutions  not  operated  for  profit. 
[Rule  241 

§  191.25  Unlawful  interference  with 
competitors’  purchases  or  sales.  It  is  an 
unfair  trade  practice  for  any  member  of 
the  industry,  by  means  of  any  monop¬ 
olistic  practices  or  through  combina¬ 
tion,  conspiracy,  coercion,  boycott, 
threats,  or  any  other  unlawful  means, 
directly  or  indirectly,  to  interfere  with 
a  competitor’s  right  to  purchase  his  raw 
materials  and  supplies  from  whomso¬ 
ever  he  chooses,  or  to  sell  his  product  to 
whomsoever  he  chooses.  [Rule  25] 

§  191.26  Aiding  or  abetting  use  of  un¬ 
fair  trade  practices.  It  is  an  unfair 
trade  practice  for  any  person,  firm,  or 
corporation  to  aid,  abet,  coerce,  or  in¬ 
duce  another,  directly  or  'indirectly,  to 
use  or  promote  the  use  of  any  unfair 
trade  practice  specified  in  §§  191.1  to 
191.26,  inclusive.  [Rule  26] 

GROUP  II 

General  statement.  Compliance  with 
trade  practice  provisions  embraced  in 
Group  II  rules  is  considered  to  be  con¬ 
ducive  to  sound  business  methods  and 
is  to  be  encouraged  and  promoted  indi¬ 
vidually  or  through  voluntary  coop¬ 
eration  exercised  in  accordance  with 
existing  law.  Nonobservance  of  such 
rules  does  not  per  se  constitute  violation 
of  law.  Where,  however,  the  practice  of 
not  complying  with  any  Group  II  rules 
is  followed  in  such  manner  as  to  result 
in  unfair  methods  of  competition  or  un¬ 
fair  or  deceptive  acts  or  practices  in 
commerce,  corrective  proceedings  in  re¬ 
spect  thereto  may  be  instituted  by  the 
Commission  as  in  the  case  of  violation 
of  Group  I  rules. 

§  191.101  Arbitration.  The  industry 
approves  the  practice  of  handling  busi¬ 
ness  disputes  between  members  of  the 
industry  and  their  customers  in  a  fair 
and  reasonable  manner,  coupled  with  a 
spirit  of  moderation  and  good  will,  and 
every  effort  should  be  made  by  the  dis¬ 
putants  themselves  to  compose  their 
differences.  If  unable  to  do  so  they 
should,  if  possible,  submit  these  disputes 
to  arbitration.  [Rule  A] 

§  191.102  Coercion  in  sales.  The  use 
of  buying  power  to  force  uneconomic 
or  unjust  terms  of  sale  upon  sellers,  and 
the  use  of  selling  power  to  force  uneco¬ 
nomic  or  unjust  terms  of  sale  upon 
buyers,  are  condemned  by  the  industry. 
[Rule  B] 

Promulgated  by  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  June  28,  1950. 

Issued:  June  23,  1950. 

[seal]  D.  C.  Daniel, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  60-5632;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 

8:58  a.  m.] 

TITLE  8— ALIENS  AND 
NATIONALITY 

Chapter  IV — Displaced  Persons 
Commission 

Revision  of  Regulations 
Correction 

In  Federal  Register  Document  50-5325, 
appearing  at  page  3864  of  the  issue  for 


Saturday,  June  17,  1950,  the  following 
corrections  have  been  made  in  the  origi¬ 
nal  document: 

1.  In  §  700.7  “January  1,  1948’’  should 
read  “January  I,  1938.” 

2.  Paragraph  (d)  of  §  702.5  is  cor¬ 
rected  by  replacing  the  period  at  the  end 
with  a  comma  and  adding:  “unless  it 
clearly  appears  to  the  Commission  from 

,  the  evidence  that  the  applicant  had  car¬ 
ried  out  an  intention  to  reside  perma¬ 
nently  in  such  country  or  place.” 

3.  In  the  last  sentence  of  §  702.8  (f) 
the  word  “the”  should  be  deleted  before 
“armed  forces.” 

4.  In  §  705.3  (c)  the  words  “is  based” 
should  be  added  after  “under  the  act” 
in  the  last  sentence. 

5.  In  §  706.2  the  designation  ‘‘(a)” 
should  be  deleted. 

6.  In  §  710.2  (a)  the  fourth  line  should 
read  “Commission  should  notify  the  In¬ 
ternational  Refugee”. 

7.  In  the  third  sentence  of  §  710.2  (b) 
“of  his  own  cost  and  expense”  should 
read  “at  his  own  cost  and  expense”. 

The  following  additional  corrections 
should  be  made: 

1.  In  the  third  line  of  §  701.4  (c>  “sub¬ 
division  (e)”  should  read  “subdivision 

(a)”. 

2.  The  seventh  line  of  §  702.6  should 
read:  “litical  group  (other  than  Com¬ 
munist  or”. 

TITLE  49 — TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter  I — Interstate  Commerce 
Commission 

[S.  O.  854,  Corrected] 

Part  95 — Car  Service 

DEMURRAGE  ON  CARS  HELD  UNDER  LOAD  AT 
GREAT  LAKES  PORTS 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Division  3,  held  at  its 
office  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  21st 
day  of  June,  A.  D.  1950. 

It  appearing  that  as  the  result  of  the 
inability  of  carriers  at  Great  Lakes  ports 
to  unload  coal  in  the  normal  manner 
brought  about  by  a  strike  of  dock  per¬ 
sonnel:  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commission 
an  emergency  exists  requiring  immediate 
action  at  Great  Lakes  ports:  It  is  ordered, 
that: 

§  95.854  Demurrage  on  cars  held  under 
load  at  Great  Lakes  ports,  (a)  B.  T. 
Jones’  Tariff  I.  C.  C.  4137,  supplements 
thereto  or  reissues  thereof,  providing  car 
demurrage  rules  and  charges  on  coal  and 
other  carload  freight  as  described  there¬ 
in,  applying  at  ports,  sidings  or  storage 
yards  named  therein,  held  for  lake  ship¬ 
ment  or  delivery  to  vessels,  be,  and  it  is 
hereby,  suspended  to  the  extent  provided 
in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section. 

(b)  On  all  loaded  cars  held  at  points 
described  in  the  above  tariff  because  of 
strike  of  dock  personnel  and  during  the 
period  this  section  is  in  effect. 

(c)  Exception:  Lake  coal,  vessel  fuel 
coal,  coke,  crushed  stone,  gravel,  sand  or 
other  carload  freight,  when  loaded  in 
open  top  equipment  reconsigned  at  the 


See  footnote  on  p.  4131. 
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ports  and  storage  yards  named  herein, 
for  rail  delivery,  will  be  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  Rule  2  and  Rule  3  from  the 
first  7:00  a.  m.,  after  date  on  which  notice 
of  arrival  was  sent  or  given,  as  provided 
in  Rule  3  (b)  of  this  tariff  to  date  and 
time  reconsignment  orders  are  received 
by  this  railroad. 

(d)  Application:  The  provisions  of 
this  section  shall  apply  to  intrastate,  in¬ 
terstate  and  foreign  commerce. 

(e)  Regulations  suspended:  announce¬ 
ment  required:  The  operation  of  all  rules 
and  regulations  insofar  as  they  conflict 
with  the  provisions  of  this  section  is 
hereby  suspended  and  each  railroad  sub¬ 
ject  to  this  order,  or  its  agent,  shall  pub¬ 
lish,  file,  and  post  a  supplement  to  each 


of  its  tariffs  affected  hereby,  in  substan¬ 
tial  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Rule  9  (k)  of  the  Commission’s  Tariff 
Circular  No.  20  (§  141.9  (k) )  of  this  chap¬ 
ter,  announcing  such  suspension. 

(f)  Effective  date:  This  section  shall 

become  effective  at  7:00  a.  m.,  June  22, 
1950.  x 

(g)  Expiration  date:  This  section  shall 
expire  at  7:00  a.  m.,  July  31,  1950,  unless 
otherwise  modified,  changed,  suspended 
or  annulled  by  order  of  this  Commission. 

It  is  further  ordered,  that  a  copy  of 
this  order  and  direction  shall  be  served 
upon  the  Association  of  American  Rail¬ 
roads,  Car  Service  Division,  as  agent  of 
the  railroads  subscribing  to  the  car  serv¬ 


ice  and  per  diem  agreement  under  the 
terms  of  that  agreement ;  and  that  notice 
of  this  order  be  given  to  the  general 
public  by  depositing  a  copy  in  the  office 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  at 
Washington,  D.  C.,  and  by  filing  it  with 
the  Director,  Division  of  the  Federal 
Register. 

(Sec.  12,  24  Stat.  383,  as  amended.  49  U.  S.  C. 
12.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  1,  24  Stat.  379, 
as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C.  1) 

By  the  Commission,  Division  3. 

[seal]  W.  P.  Bartel, 

Secretary. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  50-5633;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:58  a.  m.] 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Production  and  Marketing 
Administration 

[7  CFR,  Part  7291 

Peanuts 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  FORMULATE  AND 
ISSUE  REGULATIONS  GOVERNING  MARKET¬ 
ING,  COLLECTION  OF  MARKETING  PENAL¬ 
TIES,  AND  RECORDS  AND  REPORTS  FOR  THE 
1950-1951  MARKETING  YEAR 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  (7  U.  S.  C.  and  Sup.  1301, 
1358-1359,  1372-1375;  Pub.  L&w  471, 
81st  Cong.)  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
Is  preparing  to  formulate  marketing 
quota  regulations  governing  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  marketing  cards,  the  identifica¬ 
tion  of  peanuts,  the  collection  and 
refund  of  penalties,  and  the  records  and 
reports  incident  thereto  on  the  market¬ 
ing  of  peanuts  for  the  1950-51  marketing 
year.  It  is  proposed  that  the  regulations 
will  be  substantially  the  same  as  the 
1949-crop  regulations,  except  that,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Pub.  Law  471,  81st  Cong., 
provisions  will  be  included  which  will 
permit  a  producer  to  market,  without 
payment  of  penalty,  peanuts  produced 
on  acreage  in  excess  of  the  farm  acreage 
allotment,  provided  the  1950  picked  and 
threshed  acreage  on  the  farm  does  not 
exceed  the  1947  picked  and  threshed 
acreage,  by  delivering  such  excess  pea¬ 
nuts  to  an  agency  designated  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture. 

It  is  proposed  that  the  collection  of 
penalty,  or  the  delivery  of  excess  pea¬ 
nuts,  to  designated  agencies,  will  be  on 
the  basis  of  a  portion  of  each  lot  of 
peanuts  marketed  from  the  farm;  such 
portion  to  be  the  percentage  of  the  lot 
equal  to  the  percentage  which  the  acre¬ 
age  of  peanuts  in  excess  of  the  farm 
acreage  allotment  is  of  the  total  picked 
and  threshed  acreage  of  peanuts  on  the 
farm.  In  order  to  eliminate  numerous 
administrative  difficulties  and  to  afford 
as  little  inconvenience  as  possible  to 
producers,  it  is  proposed  that  physical 
separation  of  the  quota  peanuts  from 


the  excess  peanuts  in  each  lot  will  not 
be  required.  It  is  anticipated  that  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  will  designate 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  as  the 
agency  to  receive  excess  peanuts  and 
that  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation, 
in  connection  with  the  price  support  pro¬ 
gram  for  the  1950  crop  of  peanuts,  may 
contract  with  shellers,  warehousemen 
and  other  handlers  of  peanuts  to  receive 
excess  peanuts  for  its  account.  The 
producer,  if  otherwise  eligible  for  price 
support,  would  be  paid  not  less  than  90 
percent  of  parity  support  price  for  his 
quota  peanuts.  If  the  peanuts  were 
produced  on  a  farm  with  excess  acreage 
but  the  total  acreage  on  the  farm  was 
not  in  excess  of  the  1947  picked  and 
threshed  acreage  for  the  farm,  the  pro¬ 
ducer  would  have  an  option  on  each  lot 
delivered  whereby  he  could  either  (1) 
accept  a  price  for  his  peanuts  that  was 
mutually  agreeable  to  him  and  the  buyer 
and  pay  the  marketing  quota  penalty  due 
on  the  portion  of  the  lot  that  was  excess 
peanuts;  or  (2)  market  the  entire  lot  to  a 
designated  agency  without  payment  of 
the  penalty,  receiving  the  prevailing  oil 
price  for  the  excess  peanuts  in  the  lot 
and  not  less  than  90  percent  of  the  parity 
price  for  the  quota  peanuts  in  the  lot. 
If  the  peanuts  were  produced  on  a  farm 
on  which  the  1950  picked  and  threshed 
acreage  was  in  excess  of  both  the  allot¬ 
ment  and  the  1947  picked  and  threshed 
acreage  for  the  farm,  the  producer  could 
market  his  peanuts  only  under  option 
(1)  above. 

Prior  to  issuance  of  such  regulations, 
consideration  will  be  given  to  any  data, 
views,  and  recommendations  relating 
thereto  which  are  submitted  in  writing 
to  the  Director,  Fats  and  Oils  Branch, 
Production  and  Marketing  Administra¬ 
tion,  U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington  25,  D.  C.  All  submissions 
must  be  postmarked  not  later  than  15 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  23d 
day  of  June  1950. 

[seal]  Ralph  S.  Trigg, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  80-5550;  Filed,  June  27.  1950; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


[  7  CFR,  Part  904  ] 

[Docket  No.  AO-14-A17,  A18] 

Handling  of  Milk  in  Greater  Boston, 
Mass.,  Marketing  Area 

decision  with  respect  to  proposed  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  proposed  order 

AMENDING  ORDER,  AS  AMENDED 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.), 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  as  amended,  governing  pro¬ 
ceedings  to  formulate  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR,  Part 
900),  public  hearings  were  conducted  at 
Boston,  Massachusetts,  on  March  16  and 
17,  1949,  pursuant  to  notice  thereof 
which  was  issued  on  March  9,  1949  (14 
F.  R.  1129),  and  on  January  30-February 
1, 1950,  pursuant  to  notice  thereof  which 
was  issued  on  January  23,  1950  (15  F.  R. 
452). 

This  decision  is  made  with  respect  to 
the  issues  raised  at  the  January  30- 
February  1,  1950,  public  hearing  and  in¬ 
cludes  also  findings  and  conclusions  with 
respect  to  an  issue  raised  at  the  hearing 
held  at  Boston  March  16  and  17, 1949.  A 
recommended  decision  and  opportunity 
to  file  written  exceptions  with  respect  to 
the  aforesaid  issues  was  filed  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  United  States  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  on  April  27,  1950 
(15  F.  R.  2493).  Exceptions  have  been 
filed  to  that  recommended  decision  and 
were  considered  in  arriving  at  the  find¬ 
ings  and  conclusions  contained  herein. 
The  material  exceptions  are  discussed 
specifically  in  the  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions  with  respect  to  the  points  to  which 
such  exceptions  refer.  However,  to  the 
extent  that  the  findings  and  conclusions 
contained  herein  are  at  variance  with 
any  exception  pertaining  thereto,  such 
exception  is  overruled. 

The  issue  remaining  to  be  decided 
from  the  March  1949  hearing  concerned 
a  proposed  reduction  of  the  Class  I  price 
for  that  Class  I  milk  sold  outside  the 
Boston  marketing  area  to  the  level  of 
prices  established  for  milk  in  a  similar 
class  under  the  New  York  milk  order. 

The  material  issues  presented  on  the 
record  of  the  public  hearing  held  at 
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Boston,  Massachusetts,  January  30- 
February  1,  1950,  were  concerned  with 
the  following: 

1.  A  decrease  or  increase  in  the  price 
paid  by  handlers  for  Class  II  milk  relative 
to  the  market  prices  of  cream  and  non¬ 
fat  solids. 

2.  Extension  of  the  months  when  the 
pricing  of  butterfat  made  into  butter 
and  cheese  is  computed  on  the  basis  of 
butter  value. 

3.  Designation  of  buttermilk,  milk  sold 
to  food  manufacturers,  and  whole  milk 
packaged  in  hermetically  sealed  cans,  as 
Class  II  instead  of  Class  I  milk. 

4.  Include  processed  Cheddar  cheese 
in  the  types  of  cheese  eligible  for  the 
lower  Class  II  price. 

5.  A  revision  of  the  application  of 
classification  and  payments  provisions 
with  respect  to  milk  received  from  plants 
subject  to  the  New  York  Federal  milk 
order. 

6.  Revision  of  definitions  to  provide 
equal  regulation  of  all  handlers  doing  at 
least  10  percent  of  their  business  in  fluid 
milk  products  in  the  Greater  Boston 
marketing  area. 

7.  Modification  of  assignment  of  re¬ 
ceipts  by  pool  handlers  from  producer- 
handlers  and  classification  of  milk 
disposed  of  to  producer-handlers. 

8.  Reduction  of  payment  required  on 
nonpool  milk  received  at  city  plants. 

9.  Minor  revisions  of  the  order 
language. 

FINDINGS  AND  CONCLUSIONS 

Findings  with  respect  to  March  16, 
1949,  hearing  record.  The  following 
findings  and  conclusions  on  the  mate¬ 
rial  issue  decided  herein  are  made  upon 
the  record  of  the  hearing  held  March 
16  and  17,  1949. 

The  proposed  reduction  of  the  Class  I 
price  for  that  Class  I  milk  sold  outside 
the  Boston  marketing  area  to  the  level 
of  prices  established  for  such  milk 
under  the  New  York  milk  order  should 
be  denied. 

One  of  the  principal  factors. to  be 
considered  in  deciding  the  issue  per¬ 
tains  to  the  relative  volumes  of  milk 
from  New  York  and  Boston  handlers’ 
plants  which  is  sold  in  unregulated 
areas  in  which  the  handlers  of  these 
two  markets  compete  for  sales.  Since 
the  hearing  on  this  issue,  public  hear¬ 
ings  have  been  held  and  final  action  has 
been  taken  to  make  Federal  milk  orders 
effective  in  the  Springfield  and  Wor¬ 
cester,  Massachusetts,  milk  markets, 
two  areas  in  which  both  Boston  and 
New  York  handlers  have  sold  fluid  milk. 
These  markets  are  now  removed  from 
unregulated  territory  in  which  Boston 
handlers  must  compete  with  New  York 
handlers  and  unregulated  handlers  on 
a  blend  price  basis  for  Class  I  (fluid) 
sales.  Since  the  area  of  competition  for 
sales  of  fluid  milk  in  unregulated  terri¬ 
tory  has  been  changed  substantially  in 
Massachusetts,  no  action  should  be 
taken  on  this  proposal  without  a  further 
hearing. 

It  is  therefore  concluded  that  no 
further  amendment  should  be  issued  on 
the  basis  of  the  record  of  the  hearing 
held  March  16-17,  1949,  at  Boston  and 
the  aforesaid  hearing  be  closed. 


Findings  with  respect  to  January  30, 
1950,  hearing  record.  The  following 
findings  and  conclusions  on  the  material 
issues  decided  herein  are  made  upon  the 
record  of  the  hearing  held  January  30- 
February  1,  1950. 

1.  Class  II  price.  The  price  paid  by 
handlers  for  Class  II  milk  relative  to 
the  market  prices  of  cream  and  nonfat 
solids  should  not  be  changed  at  this  time. 

The  order  now  provides  that  the  Class 
II  price,  except  for  Class  II  butterfat 
used  to  make  butter  or  Cheddar  cheese 
during  certain  months,  shall  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  a  formula  using  market  price 
quotations  for  cream  and  nonfat  dry 
milk  solids.  The  formula  contains  a 
schedule  of  amounts  varying  seasonally 
from  57.5  to  75.5  cents  which  are  de¬ 
ducted  in  computing  the  hundredweight 
price.  A  group  of  operating  cooperatives 
who  are  also  handlers  under  the  order 
proposed  that  each  figure  in  the  schedule 
be  increased  17  cents.  Producers  w’ould 
receive  17  cents  less  per  hundredweight 
of  Class  II  milk  under  the  proposal. 

In  support  of  the  proposal  to  reduce 
the  Class  II  price  by  the  17-cent  factor, 
it  was  contended  that  losses  have  been 
incurred  in  the  handling  of  Class  II  milk 
during  recent  years.  The  proponents  of 
the  price  reduction  insisted  that  data 
collected  by  a  committee  studying  the 
Class  II  price  problem  reveal  substan¬ 
tial  losses  have  been  and  are  now  being 
sustained  by  handlers.  The  committee 
report  was  submitted  wTith  the  clear 
statement  that  the  analyses  were  tenta¬ 
tive  and  members  of  the  committee  would 
testify  at  the  hearing  to  aid  in  interpre¬ 
tations  of  the  material  and  to  help  avoid 
misleading  conclusions.  Certain  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee  who  are  partici¬ 
pating  in  the*  study  testified  that  the 
data  do  not  prove  that  losses  were  sus¬ 
tained  in  1949  or  are  likely  to  be  sustained 
in  1950. 

In  addition  to  the  cost  data  prepared 
by  the  committee,  proponents  offered  a 
summary  of  losses  calculated  for  four 
manufacturing  plants.  The  methods  of 
cost  and  income  computations  for  this 
summary  wrere  substantially  the  same  as 
those  used  by  the  committee  so  that 
differences  in  computed  cost  items  would 
be  expected  to  reflect  the  differences  in 
the  operations  at  the  4  plants  as  com¬ 
pared  to  the  12  plants  included  in  the 
committee  study. 

The  methods  of  cost  allocation  and  the 
assumptions  concerning  income  which 
were  used  by  the  committee  influence  the 
end  result  materially.  The  committee 
members  have  indicated  that  they  have 
not  passed  final  judgment  on  the  meth¬ 
ods  and  assumptions  and  are  not  ready 
to  draw  conclusions  from  the  data 
presented  in  this  record.  In  view  of  the 
admission  by  the  committee  that  the 
study  of  cost  data  has  not  been  com¬ 
pleted  and  their  declaration  of  the 
intention  to  study  further  the  signifi¬ 
cance  of  the  figures  shown,  it  w’ould  be 
illogical  to  draw  from  this  record  con¬ 
clusions  based  on  the  committee’s 
tentative  findings  which  the  committee 
itself  regards  as  insufficient  to  provide  a 
basis  for  conclusion. 

Some  of  the  objectives  outlined  by 
the  committee  as  measures  of  a  satisfac¬ 
tory  Class  II  price  may  be  used  without 


direct  reference  to  the  cost  data  to 
measure  whether  prices  have  been  too 
high  or  too  low  in  the  recent  past.  One 
objective  states  “The  Class  II  prices 
should  reflect  to  handlers  and  processors 
a  sufficient  operating  margin  to  cover 
costs  plus  a  competitive  return  on  cap¬ 
ital  investment  so  as  to  insure  their  will¬ 
ingness  to  purchase  all  of  the  Class  II 
milk  offered  for  sale.”  This  objective 
would  imply  that  if  cost  plus  a  margin 
of  earnings  is  not  returned  to  handlers 
on  Class  II  milk,  handlers  do  not  accept 
all  of  the  Class  II  milk  offered  for  sale 
by  producers.  There  is  no  evidence  in 
this  record  that  handlers  are  generally 
leaving  producers  without  a  market  for 
their  milk.  Handlers  apparently  were 
willing  to  accept  all  milk  offered  by  pro¬ 
ducers  in  1948  and  1949.  As  handlers 
pointed  out  in  exceptions,  once  an  in¬ 
vestment  is  made  in  milk  processing 
plants  and  equipment,  the  plant  op¬ 
erator  is  likely  to  continue  operations 
even  at  a  loss  if  he  is  able  to  recover 
his  out-of-pocket  costs.  This  is  par¬ 
ticularly  true  if  the  operator  foresees 
an  early  recovery  of  the  temporary 
losses  sustained.  It  appears  that  han¬ 
dlers  regard  the  future  margin  with 
approval  in  view  of  their  continued  ac¬ 
ceptance  of  Class  II  milk. 

In  the  case  of  handlers  who  are  also 
cooperative  associations,  the  associations 
are  obligated  to  accept  all  of  the  milk  of 
their  members.  Producer  members  of 
the  associations  would  be  required  to 
make  up  any  losses  suffered  in  the  han¬ 
dling  of  surplus  milk.  Although  there 
is  some  reference  to  deductions  author¬ 
ized  by  some  cooperative  associations, 
members  there  is  no  basis  in  this  record 
to  indicate  that  the  claimed  losses  have 
been  sustained  by  producer  members  of 
cooperative  associations. 

The  record  indicates  that  there  are 
certain  outlets  for  Class  II  milk  in  which 
Boston  pool  handlers  have  an  advantage 
in  freight  and  marketing  opportunities 
over  more  distant  manufacturers.  These 
outlets  are  limited,  it  was  claimed,  and 
therefore  as  the  total  volume  of  Class 
II  milk  increases  the  proportion  in  the 
preferred  outlets  decreases  and  the 
quantity  of  Class  II  milk  used  in  those 
products  which  yield  the  lowest  return 
increases.  Although  the  committee 
members  did  not  agree  on  all  phases  of 
the  report  on  cost  data  there  was  general 
agreement  that  the  total  volume  of  Class 
II  milk  handled  affects  substantially  the 
unit  cost  of  handling  such  milk.  The 
volume  of  milk  utilized  in  Class  II  prod¬ 
ucts  has  been  increasing  recently  and 
continued  large  quantities  are  expected 
to  be  handled  in  Class  II  operations  this 
year.  The  declining  unit  costs  asso¬ 
ciated  with  the  increased  volume  tend  to 
offset  the  claimed  reduction  in  average 
unit  returns. 

The  loss  of  sales  by  Boston  handlers 
to  New  York  handlers  of  skim  milk  to 
soft  cheese  makers  was  claimed  by  pro¬ 
ponents  of  an  increased  handling  allowr- 
ance.  Cheesemakers  testified  that  they 
could  purchase  skim  milk  from  New 
York  handlers  at  a  lowrer  price  than  that 
at  which  Boston  handlers  were  willing 
to  sell.  Apparently  New  York  handlers 
attribute  a  larger  part  of  the  allowance 
factor  to  the  handling  of  skim  milk  than 
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do  Boston  handlers.  Moreover  the  quo¬ 
tation  used  to  reflect  skim  milk  values 
in  the  New  York  order  less  the  freight 
allowance  on  powder  has  been  generally 
lower  in  recent  years  than  the  quotation 
used  in  the  Boston  order. 

Handlers  offered  no  criticism  of  the 
quotation  used  in  the  Boston  order  as  a 
measure  of  prices  which  they  were  able 
to  obtain  for  nonfat  dry  milk  solids. 
The  fact  that  Boston  handlers  have  re¬ 
fused  to  meet  the  lower  skim  milk  prices 
at  which  New  York  handlers  are  offer¬ 
ing  the  product  may  indicate  more  re¬ 
munerative  outlets  than  in  the  sale  of 
the  skim  for  soft  cheese  use. 

The  butterfat  value  factor  used  in 
computing  the  price  for  Class  III  milk 
under  the  New  York  order  was  higher 
in  several  months  of  1949  than  the  but¬ 
terfat  value  factor  under  the  Boston 
order.  The  New  York  factor  is  based  on 
butter  prices  whereas  the  Boston  price 
is  based  on  fluid  cream  prices.  Fluid 
cream  prices  were  unusually  low  in  1949 
relative  to  butter  prices.  There  is  no 
clear  indication  in  this  record  that  the 
1949  price  relationship  will  be  contin¬ 
ued  or  that  the  prices  will  follow  the 
pattern  of  previous  years  in  which  cream 
butterfat  prices  were  at  least  as  high  as 
butterfat  values  based  on  the  New  York 
order  surplus  price  formula.  The  net 
difference  between  Boston  Class  II  prices 
and  New  York  Class  III  prices  is  so  small 
that  there  appears  to  be  no  basis  for 
changing  the  Boston  Class  II  price  to 
meet  competitive  conditions. 

Although  the  principal  testimony  cen¬ 
tered  around  a  proposed  increase  in  the 
deduction  factor  used  in  the  Class  II 
formula,  one  proposal  considered  at  the 
hearing  was  to  change  the  factor  33.48 
to  33  with  a  resultant  increase  in  the 
Class  II  price.  The  factor  33.48  has 
been  used  to  relate  the  value  of  butterfat 
in  a  can  of  40  percent  cream  sold  on  the 
Boston  market  to  the  rate  per  pound  of 
fat  contained  in  Class  II  milk.  Any  re¬ 
vision  of  the  factor  affects  the  margin 
allowed  to  handlers  of  Class  II  milk  and 
therefore  must  be  considered  in  the  light 
of  the  evidence  on  over-all  margin. 
The  evidence  in  this  record  failed  to 
justify  the  reduction  of  the  margin 
which  is  represented  by  this  factor.  The 
evidence  indicates  that  33  may  be  a  more 
appropriate  figure  than  33.48  but  the  use 
of  the  figure  33  would  require  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  another  factor  represent¬ 
ing  the  value  of  fat  lost  in  receiving  milk 
and  separating  it  into  cream  and  skim 
milk.  That  factor  is  not  determinable 
from  this  record  but  appears  to  be  about 
equal  to  the  present  0.48  factor.  With¬ 
out  more  definite  information  concern¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  factor  to  substitute 
for  0.48,  the  factor  should  not  be 
changed. 

In  consideration  of  the  evidence  in  this 
record,  it  is  concluded  that  the  Class  II 
price  formula  should  not  be  changed  at 
this  time. 

2.  Butter  and  cheese  adjustment 
months.  The  months  of  August  and 
September  should  be  added  for  1950  only 
to  the  period  in  which  the  pricing  of 
butterfat  made  into  butter  and  cheese  is 
computed  on  the  basis  of  butter  value. 

One  proposal  considered  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  would  have  set  up  a  year-round  spe- 
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cial  price  for  butterfat  used  In  making 
butter  and  Cheddar  cheese.  Another 
proposal  would  have  extended  the  spe¬ 
cial  pricing  which  is  applicable  during 
April,  May,  June,  and  July  to  other 
months  depending  on  the  relative  sup¬ 
plies  of  surplus  milk  available  to  han¬ 
dlers  on  the  quantity  of  fluid  cream 
purchased  from  outside  sources  to  sup¬ 
plement  local  cream. 

The  proponents  of  the  year-round 
butter  class  cited  the  vagaries  of  milk 
production  and  milk  and  cream  sales 
which  give  rise  to  a  difficult  problem  of 
balancing  the  cream  requirements  of  the 
region  and  the  available  local  supplies  of 
butterfat.  This  difficulty  is  not  a  new 
development  in  the  market.  Handlers 
of  fluid  cream  have  recognized  the  prob¬ 
lem  and  representatives  of  handlers 
indicated  that  butterfat  could  be  held  in 
refrigeration  for  several  days  to  offset 
the  disparity  in  supplies  and  sales.  The 
butter  manufactured  in  the  months 
August  through  March  represents  “route 
returns”  to  a  considerable  extent  accord¬ 
ing  to  handlers.  “Route  returns”  made 
into  butter  are  considered  a  salvage  oper¬ 
ation  which  is  charged  against  the  cost 
of  handling  fluid  milk  and  fluid  cream. 

Since  the  cost  of  making  some  butter  in 
months  other  than  those  in  which  the 
special  butter-cheese  price  applies  has 
been  recognized  in  the  regular  Class  n 
price,  any  adjustment  for  the  normal 
factors  which  give  rise  to  butter  making 
in  those  months  would  need  to  be  offset 
in  a  compensating  increase  in  the  reg¬ 
ular  Class  n  price.  This  record  shows 
no  necessity  for  making  such  a  change 
in  the  price  plan.  In  view  of  the  minor 
effect  which  such  a  change  would  have 
on  handlers’  cost  of  Class  II  milk  with  a 
calculated  compensating  adjustment, 
any  revision  of  this  factor  should  be  de¬ 
ferred  until  the  study  committee  reports 
completely  on  the  problem. 

Another  proposal  to  alter  the  special 
price  applicable  to  butter-cheese  milk 
was  offered  by  handlers.  This  proposal 
was  designed  to  extend  or  contract  from 
year  to  year  the  number  of  months  in 
which  the  lower  price  applies.  The  pro¬ 
ponents  of  this  plan  pointed  to  the 
changes  from  year  to  year  in  the  amount 
of  butterfat  available  from  pool  milk 
supplies.  It  was  argued  that  as  pool 
supplies  increased  beyond  a  given 
amount,  Class  II  butterfat  could  not  be 
entirely  used  in  fluid  cream  and  ice 
cream  uses.  The  additional  quantity 
beyond  this  given  amount  has  to  be 
made  into  butter  or  cheese,  it  was  con¬ 
tended.  The  proponents  of  this  idea 
admitted  that  estimates  of  the  supply 
and  the  sales  of  butterfat  in  fluid  form 
were  subject  to  a  considerable  margin 
of  error.  It  was  argued,  however,  that 
some  adjustment  should  be  made  in  the 
application  of  the  butter-cheese  price 
to  more  months  during  seasons  of  rela¬ 
tively  large  Class  II  supplies  and  fewer 
months  in  short  production  years. 

In  addition  to  the  difficulty  of  calcu¬ 
lating  when  Class  II  supplies  will  con¬ 
tinue  above  or  below  a  certain  percentage 
of  total  pool  milk,  past  experience  fails 
to  support  the  premise  that  increased 
supplies  of  Class  H  milk  necessarily 
mean  that  butter  and  cheese  must  be 
made  in  additional  months.  In  April 


1949  the  volume  of  Class  n  milk  in¬ 
creased  50  percent  over  the  previous 
April  but  the  butterfat  subject  to  the 
butter-cheese  adjustment  declined  14 
percent.  The  July  1949  Class  II  milk 
was  1114  percent  above  the  Class  II  vol¬ 
ume  in  July  1948  but  the  butter-cheese 
adjustment  applied  to  8  percent  less  but¬ 
terfat.  Both  May  and  June  1949  showed 
increases  in  Class  II  volume  and  in¬ 
creases  in  butterfat  subject  to  the  but¬ 
ter-cheese  adjustment  compared  to  the 
same  months  of  the  previous  year. 
These  comparisons  tend  to  indicate  that 
handlers  may  have  shifted  to  pool  sup¬ 
plies  of  butterfat  for  cream  to  a  larger 
extent  in  1949  than  in  1948.  Many  fac¬ 
tors  may  have  been  influential  in  the 
shift.  This  comparison  is  too  limited  to 
discount  entirely  the  influence  of  vol¬ 
ume  of  Class  n  milk  as  a  factor  in 
determining  the  need  for  an  extended 
butter-cheeso  price.  It  does  indicate  the 
volume  of  Class  II  alone  is  not  a  de¬ 
pendable  measure  of  the  need  for  a 
special  butter-cheese  price. 

The  record  indicates  that  the  volume 
of  Class  II  milk  will  probably  be  rela¬ 
tively  large  during  1950.  If  fluid  cream 
and  ice  cream  sales  do  not  absorb  the 
available  butterfat,  some  part  of  the 
supply  may  need  to  be  made  into  butter 
and  cheese  after  July  31.  In  view  of  this 
possibility  the  special  pricing  for  butter 
and  cheese  milk  should  be  extended  to 
August  and  September  for  this  year  only. 
The  allowance  for  handling  Class  n  milk 
whether  for  butter  and  cheese  or  for 
other  Class  II  products  is  established  at 
6  cents  per  hundredweight  less  in  August 
and  September  than  in  April  and  July 
and  12  cents  less  in  May  and  June. 
This  smaller  handling  allowance  should 
operate  as  some  curb  on  unwarranted 
manufacture  of  butter  and  cheese  in 
these  months. 

3.  Designation  of  certain  products  as 
Class  II  instead  of  Class  I.  Whole  milk 
sold  to  industrial  manufacturers  of  soup, 
candy,  or  bakery  products  and  milk  dis¬ 
posed  of  in  the  form  of  buttermilk  should 
continue  to  be  Class  I  products.  Milk 
processed  and  packaged  in  hermetically 
sealed  containers  should  continue  to  be 
designated  as  Class  I  until  more  informa¬ 
tion  is  available  concerning  the  product. 

Industrial  manufacturers  of  soup, 
candy,  and  bakery  products  have  contin¬ 
ued  to  purchase  their  requirements  for 
milk  solids,  both  fat  and  nonfat  in  the 
form  of  dairy  products  even  though  sol¬ 
ids  in  the  form  of  fluid  skim  milk  and 
cream  would  apparently  be  cheaper. 
Under  the  present  price  basis  fluid  skim 
milk  and  cream  are  priced  at  a  level 
which  assumes  that  some  processing  costs 
will  apply  to  the  skim  milk  at  least, 
whereas  soup,  candy,  and  bakery  prod¬ 
ucts  manufacturers  can  use  the  fluid 
milk  products  in  raw  fluid  form.  The 
additional  freight  cost  in  disposing  of 
fluid  skim  milk  offsets  in  part  the  saving 
on  processing  cost  if  the  milk  is  shipped 
to  the  marketing  area.  No  such  offset 
exists  in  the  case  of  sales  to  manufac¬ 
turers  in  the  production  area.  The  pro¬ 
posal  would  extend  to  whole  milk  which 
has  not  incurred  even  separating  costs,  a 
price  which  reflects  the  usual  processing 
requirements.  The  sponsors  of  this  re¬ 
vision  in  classification  argued  that  th« 
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proposed  pricing  would  permit  Boston 
handlers  to  offer  whole  milk  to  manufac¬ 
turers  of  soup,  candy,  and  bakery  prod¬ 
ucts  at  a  favorable  price  compared  to 
that  charged  for  fluid  cream  and  nonfat 
milk  solids  in  the  form  of  skim  powder 
or  condensed  products. 

The  method  of  pricing  Class  II  milk 
in  the  Boston  market  recognizes  the  fact 
that  Class  II  products  must  compete 
for  outlets  with  milk,  cream  and  dairy 
products  from  other  parts  of  the  country. 
The  proposed  lower  pricing  for  whole 
milk  sold  to  industrial  users  involves  a 
considerable  departure  from  the  concept 
of  meeting  the  competitive  price  based 
on  milk  fat  solids  and  nonfat  solids 
available  to  such  users  in  the  form  of 
manufactured  dairy  products.  Such  an 
important  revision  of  price  policy  should 
not  be  adopted  without  more  complete 
examination  of  its  implications  than  this 
record  provides.  Consequently,  no 
change  should  be  made  in  the  classifica¬ 
tion  of  whole  milk  sold  to  soup,  candy 
and  bakery  products  manufacturers  on 
the  basis  of  this  record. 

The  proposal  to  classify  buttermilk  in 
Class  II  instead  of  Class  I  was  supported 
as  a  means  of  increasing  sales  of  that 
product.  The  representative  of  handlers 
who  advanced  this  proposal  stated  that 
he  had  no  basis  of  judging  whether  the 
•  increased  sales  would  be  likely  to  rep¬ 
resent  additional  sales  or  substitution  for 
other  Class  I  products.  The  lower  price 
was  requested  principally  because  butter¬ 
milk  is  a  small-volume  sales  item  and 
therefore  carries  considerable  sales  ex¬ 
pense  per  unit.  There  is  no  evidence  in 
this  record  to  support  the  classification 
of  buttermilk  as  a  Class  II  product  along 
with  products  on  which  the  same  stand¬ 
ards  for  sanitary  milk  production  are 
not  imposed. 

The  evidence  in  the  record  is  incom¬ 
plete  concerning  a  canned  whole  milk 
product  which  a  manufacturer  proposed 
to  process  for  sale  in  export  markets. 
The  product  has  not  yet  been  manu¬ 
factured  in  the  area  and  limited  infor¬ 
mation  is  available  concerning  it.  The 
product  is  represented  as  similar  in  stor- 
ability  and  market  outlets  to  evaporated 
milk  and  dry  milk  products  which  are 
now  included  in  Class  II.  The  regula¬ 
tions  by  health  departments  governing 
the  manufacture  and  sales  of  the  prod¬ 
uct  cannot  be  predicted  from  the  in¬ 
formation  available  at  this  time. 

The  record  does  not  show  clearly  the 
influence  of  freight  costs  on  the  price  a 
handler  could  afford  to  pay  for  the  milk 
used  in  the  product.  If  sales  outlets 
are  more  readily  available  at  Eastern 
shipping  points  than  from  Midwest  areas, 
the  price  for  milk  used  in  canned  milk 
should  be  adjusted  for  that  factor. 
Since  the  product  would  have  all  of  the 
bulk  of  whole  milk,  the  freight  factor 
is  significant.  It  is  impossible  to  deter¬ 
mine  from  this  record  whether  the  man¬ 
ufacturer  would  be  prohibited  from 
manufacturing  the  product  at  the  Class  I 
price.  The  record  does  show  that  the 
present  Class  II  price  would  not  reflect 
any  freight  advantage. 

4.  Butterfat  used  in  processed  Ched¬ 
dar  cheese.  The  special  pricing  for  but¬ 
terfat  used  in  butter  and  Cheddar  cheese 


during  April,  May,  June,  and  July  should 
apply  also  to  Cheddar  cheese  which  is 
later  made  into  processed  Cheddar 
cheese.  Processed  Cheddar  cheese  is 
similar  to  Cheddar  cheese  in  its  natural 
characteristics  such  as  bulkiness,  perish¬ 
ability,  sanitary  standards  and  the  com¬ 
petition  of  a  Nation-wide  market.  The 
record  indicates  no  basis  for  differentiat¬ 
ing  in  the  pricing  of  fat  made  into 
Cheddar  cheese  and  fat  made  into 
processed  Cheddar  cheese. 

5.  Receipts  from,  New  York  order 
plants.  Milk  classified  under  the  New 
York  order  in  any  class  other  than  I-A 
or  I-B  should  be  assigned  to  Class  II. 

The  Class  I  price  under  the  Boston  or¬ 
der  and  the  Class  I-A  or  I-B  prices 
under  the  New  York  order  are  approxi¬ 
mately  equal  at  the  same  distance  from 
each  market.  Because  of  differences  in 
classification  and  accounting  methods  in 
the  two  markets  it  has  been  possible  for 
milk  priced  in  lower  priced  classes  under 
the  New  York  order  to  be  sold  in  the 
Boston  marketing  area  as  Class  I  milk 
without  paying  the  Class  I  price  to  either 
New  York  or  Boston  producers.  The  re¬ 
vision  would  limit  the  quantity  which 
could  receive  a  Class  I  assignment  under 
the  Boston  order  to  the  milk  which  was 
classified  and  priced  under  the  New  York 
order  in  the  classes  which  are  priced  on 
a  basis  generally  equivalent  to  Class  I  in 
Boston. 

It  was  proposed  also  at  the  hearing 
that  on  Class  I  milk  received  from  New 
York  plants  the  receiving  handler  pay 
into  the  producer  settlement  fund  any 
difference  between  the  applicable  price 
under  the  New  York  order  and  the  price 
under  the  Boston  order  if  the  Boston 
price  is  higher. 

The  proponents  of  this  payment  into 
the  Boston  producer  fund  failed  to  cite 
any  real  or  potential  instance  in  which 
New  York  prices  for  Class  I-A  and  I-B 
would  be  so  far  out  of  line  with  Boston 
Class  I  prices  as  to  offer  any  incentive  to 
substitute  New  York  pool  milk  for  Bos¬ 
ton  pool  milk.  The  variations  are  likely 
to  be  offsetting  from  month  to  month. 
It  is,  therefore,  concluded  from  this  rec¬ 
ord  that  the  regulation  of  the  Boston 
order  should  not  be  encumbered  with 
safeguards  against  economic  dangers 
that  are  not  yet  in  sight. 

6.  Regulation  of  handlers  based  on 
percentage  of  their  total  sales  made  in 
the  marketing  area.  The  order  should 
be  amended  to  limit  the  privileges  of 
classification  accorded  to  regulated 
plants  to  the  bottling  or  processing 
plants  of  a  buyer-handler  only  if  he  has 
sales  in  the  marketing  area  totaling 
more  than  10  percent  of  his  receipts  of 
fluid  milk  products.  Any  other  plants  of 
a  handler  whose  entire  supply  of  fluid 
milk  products  is  received  from  other 
handlers  would  thus  become  unregulated 
plants.  Class  I  disposition  in  the  mar¬ 
keting  area  directly  to  consumers  from 
such  unregulated  plants  may  be  offset  by 
purchases  from  pool  handlers  but  Class 
I  disposed  of  to  other  handlers  in  the 
marketing  area  cannot  be  offset  by  pur¬ 
chases  of  pool  milk  in  order  to  avoid  the 
payment  required  on  outside  milk. 

In  order  to  dispose  of  more  than  10 
percent  of  his  total  fluid  milk  products 
in  the  marketing  area  without  acquiring 


the  status  of  a  regulated  plant,  the  han¬ 
dler  who  receives  his  entire  supply  of 
milk  from  other  handlers  would  have  to 
make  disposition  from  a  plant  which  is 
not  a  processing  or  bottling  plant  di¬ 
rectly  to  consumers.  No  such  handler’s 
plant  was  described  in  the  record. 

Another  proposal  on  the  same  issue 
was  intended  apparently  to  make  regu¬ 
lated  plants  all  plants  with  Class  I  sales 
in  the  marketing  area  equal  to  more  than 
10  percent  of  their  total  receipts  of  fluid 
milk  products.  There  are  several  excep¬ 
tions  to  this  rule,  such  as  plants  subject 
to  the  New  York  order,  producer-handler 
plants  and  plants  which  are  designated 
as  nonpool  at  the  request  of  the  handler 
or  are  unable  to  qualify  for  pooling  dur¬ 
ing  the  flush  production  season.  In 
view  of  the  complex  nature  of  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  regulated  status  of  a 
plant  and  the  limited  development  of 
the  problems  in  this  record,  only  the 
operations  described  as  presently  exist¬ 
ing  should  be  modified  as  the  result  of 
this  hearing. 

7.  Assignment  of  receipts  from  and 
sales  to  dairy  farmer -dealers.  Receipts 
by  a  pool  handler  from  a  dairy  farmer 
who  is  also  a  dealer  should  be  considered 
outside  milk  to  the  extent  that  the  dairy 
farmer-dealer  has  received  any  outside 
milk  at  his  plant  during  the  month. 
Fluid  milk  products  disposed  of  to  a 
dairy  farmer-dealer  who  sells  Class  I 
milk  in  the  marketing  area  should  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  classified  under  the  rules  for 
classifying  such  products  moved  to  regu¬ 
lated  plants. 

The  provisions  of  the  order  which  per¬ 
mit  a  dairy  farmer-dealer  to  dispose  of 
milk  to  a  handler  on  the  same  basis  as  a 
producer  should  not  apply  to  a  dairy 
farmer-dealer  who  is  purchasing  milk 
not  subject  to  the  minimum  prices  of  the 
order.  The  requirement  that  sales  to 
pool  handlers  be  considered  outside  milk, 
to  the  extent  that  the  dairy  farmer- 
dealer  has  received  outside  milk,  is  nec¬ 
essary  to  prevent  the  acquisition  of 
outside  milk  by  handlers  in  the  area 
without  the  payment  required  on  such 
milk.  The  order  already  provides  that 
dairy  farmer-dealers  who  dispose  of 
Class  I  milk  in  the  marketing  area  make 
the  payments  on  outside  milk  on  this 
basis  although  such  payments  are  made 
directly  to  the  producer  settlement 
fund. 

With  respect  to  the  classification  of 
milk  disposed  of  to  producer-handlers, 
defined  as  dairy  farmer-dealers  who  dis¬ 
pose  of  Class  I  milk  in  the  marketing 
area,  the  record  indicates  no  basis  for  a 
change  in  the  regulations.  The  argu¬ 
ments  for  revision  indicated  that  the 
proposed  limitation  on  the  classification 
of  milk  moved  to  producer-handlers 
would  offset  certain  advantages  which 
it  was  claimed  that  producer-handlers 
enjoy  in  disposing  of  milk  to  pool  han¬ 
dlers.  The  record  indicates  that  pro¬ 
ducer-handlers  who  receive  milk  from 
pool  handlers  are  not  always  the  same 
producer-handlers  who  dispose  of  milk 
to  pool  handlers.  An  offset  penalty  does 
not  appear  to  be  an  appropriate  remedy 
for  the  complaint. 

8.  Outside  milk  received  at  city  plants. 
No  change  should  be  made  in  the  com¬ 
putation  of  the  payment  to  the  pro- 
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ducer  settlement  fund  on  outside  milk 
received  at  city  plants  from  other  plants. 

The  record  indicates  that  movements 
of  outside  milk  to  pool  plants  are  made 
principally  in  the  months  when  the  Class 
II  milk  at  pool  plants  is  greatest. 

During  these  months  the  Boston  order 
provides  a  special  lower  price  for  butter- 
fat  used  in  butter  and  cheese.  The  rec¬ 
ord  indicates  that  handlers  have  no  need 
to  purchase  additional  nonpool  butter- 
fat  when  they  are  manufacturing  butter. 
Therefore,  it  appears  that  the  movement 
of  nonpool  milk  to  pool  plants  during 
the  flush  season  months  in  which  it 
moves,  is  done  for  the  convenience  of 
the  handler  having  the  outside  milk 
and  no  better  method  for  disposition. 
It  is  not  reasonable  for  the  Boston  pool 
to  acquire  such  nonpool  milk  without 
a  payment  sufficient  to  offset  the  loss  to 
the  pool  by  reason  of  the  classification 
in  a  lower  price  use  of  the  pool  milk 
which  is  replaced.  The  relationship  be¬ 
tween  the  payment  on  outside  milk  and 
the  special  lower  pricing  for  pool  milk 
used  at  the  same  time  in  butter  and 
cheese  was  not  considered  in  full  on  the 
record  because  the  hearing  notice  did 
not  call  attention  to  the  need  for  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  classification  of  outside 
milk  received  by  handlers  when  there  is 
a  special  low  price  established  for  Class 
II  milk  disposed  of  in  butter  and  cheese. 

The  record  does  indicate  that  the  two 
Issues  are  closely  related.  Therefore,  no 
change  should  be  made  in  this  provision 
without  an  opportunity  to  consider  the 
effect  upon  the  classification  and  pricing 
of  producer  milk. 

The  handler  who  proposed  the  change 
in  the  computation  of  the  payment  on 
outside  milk  excepted  to  the  finding  on 
this  issue  on  the  grounds  that  outside 
milk  provides  a  saving  to  the  producer 
fund  which  more  than  compensates  for 
any  possible  loss  through  lower  priced 
use  of  producer  milk.  Any  saving  to  the 
producer  fund  would  be  accomplished 
only  if  the  plant  from  which  outside  milk 
is  moved  to  a  city  plant  is  nearer  to  the 
city  than  the  alternative  source  of  milk  if 
the  outside  milk  were  not  purchased. 
The  quantity  of  milk  available  at  plants 
in  nearby  zones  for  Class  I  use  but  not 
so  classified  is  greatest  during  the  flush 
season  months.  It  is  not  at  all  certain, 
therefore,  that  a  saving  would  be  ac¬ 
complished  for  the  producer  fund. 

9.  Minor  revisions.  Several  minor  re¬ 
visions  of  order  language  were  described 
at  the  public  hearing.  The  revisions 
dealt  principally  with  the  deletion  of 
obsolete  words  and  phrases.  Each  of  the 
proposed  revisions  should  be  adopted  as 
set  forth  in  the  hearing  notice. 

General  findings,  (a)  The  proposed 
marketing  agreement  and  the  order,  as 
amended,  and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
further  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms 
and  conditions  thereof  will  tend  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  act 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price  of 
feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  of  and  demand  for  milk 
in  the  marketing  area  and  the  mini¬ 
mum  prices  specified  in  the  proposed 
marketing  agreement  and  the  order,  as 


amended,  and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
further  amended,  are  such  prices  as  will 
reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  insure  a 
sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and  whole¬ 
some  milk,  and  be  in  the  public  interest; 
and 

(c)  The  proposed  order,  as  amended, 
and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be  further 
amended,  will  regulate  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  same  manner  as,  and  will  be 
applicable  only  to  persons  in  the  respec¬ 
tive  classes  of  industrial  and  commercial 
activity  specified  in  a  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  upon  which  a  hearing  has  been 
held. 

Determination  of  representative 
period.  The  month  of  November  1949 
is  hereby  determined  to  be  the  repre¬ 
sentative  period  for  the  purpose  of  as¬ 
certaining  whether  the  issuance  of  an 
order  amending  the  order,  as  amended, 
regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
Greater  Boston,  Massachusetts,  market¬ 
ing  area  in  the  manner  set  forth  in  the 
attached  amending  order  is  approved  or 
favored  by  producers  who  during  such 
period  were  engaged  in  the  production  of 
milk  for  sale  in  the  marketing  area  speci¬ 
fied  in  such  marketing  order,  as  amended. 

Annexed  hereto  and  made  a  part 
hereof  are  two  documents  entitled  re¬ 
spectively  “Marketing  Agreement  Regu¬ 
lating  the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the 
Greater  Boston,  Massachusetts,  Market¬ 
ing  Area,”  and  “Order  Amending  the 
Order,  as  Amended,  Regulating  the 
Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Greater  Boston, 
Massachusetts,  Marketing  Area,”  which 
have  been  decided  upon  as  the  detailed 
and  appropriate  means  of  effectuating 
the  foregoing  conclusions.  These  docu¬ 
ments  shall  not  become  effective  unless 
and  until  the  requirements  of  §  900.14  of 
the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  as 
amended,  governing  proceedings  to  for¬ 
mulate  marketing  agreements  and  or¬ 
ders  have  been  met. 

It  is  hereby  ordered,  That  all  of  this 
decision,  except  the  attached  marketing 
agreement,  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  The  regulatory  provisions  of 
said  marketing  agreement  are  identical 
with  those  contained  in  the  order,  as 
amended,  and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
further  amended  by  the  attached  order 
which  will  be  published  with  this 
decision. 

This  decision  filed  at  Washington, 
D.  C.,  this  23d  day  of  June  1950. 

[seal]  Charles  F.  Brannan, 

Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Order 1  Amending  the  Order,  as  Amend¬ 
ed,  Regulating  the  Handling  of  Milk 

in  Greater  Boston,  Mass.,  Marketing 

Area 

§  904.0  Findings  and  determinations. 
The  findings  and  determinations  herein¬ 
after  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  determi¬ 
nations  previously  made  In  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  each  of  the  previously  issued 


1  This  order  shall  not  become  effective  un¬ 
less  and  until  the  requirements  of  §  900.14 
of  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  as 
amended,  governing  proceedings  to  formu¬ 
late  marketing  agreements  and  orders  have 
been  met. 


amendments  thereto;  and  all  of  said 
previous  findings  and  determinations  are 
hereby  ratified  and  affirmed,  except  inso¬ 
far  as  such  findings  and  determinations 
may  be  in  conflict  with  the  findings  and 
determinations  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  as 
amended,  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR,  Part  900),  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  held  upon  certain  proposed 
amendments  to  the  tentative  marketing 
agreement  and  to  the  order,  as  amended, 
regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the- 
Greater  Boston,  Massachusetts,  market¬ 
ing  area.  Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence 
introduced  at  such  hearing  and  the  rec¬ 
ord  thereof,  it  is  found  that: 

(1)  The  said  order,  as  amended,  and 
as  hereby  further  amended,  and  all  of 
the  terms  and  conditions  thereof,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  act 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price  of 
feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supplies  of  and  demand  for  milk 
in  the  marketing  area,  and  the  minimum 
prices  specified  in  the  order,  as  amended, 
and  as  hereby  further  amended,  are  such 
prices  as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  fac¬ 
tors,  insure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure 
and  wholesome  milk  and  be  in  the  public 
interest;  and 

(3)  The  said  order,  as  amended,  and 
as  hereby  further  amended,  regulates 
the  handling  of  milk  in  the  same  man¬ 
ner  as  and  is  applicable  only  to  persons 
in  the  respective  classes  of  industrial 
and  commercial  activity  specified  in  a 
marketing  agreement  upon  which  a 
hearing  has  been  held. 

ORDER  RELATIVE  TO  HANDLING 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  That  on  and 
after  the  effective  date  hereof  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  Greater  Boston, 
Massachusetts,  marketing  area  shall  be 
in  conformity  to  and  in  compliance  with 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  afore¬ 
said  order,  as  amended,  and  as  hereby 
further  amended,  and  the  aforesaid  or¬ 
der,  as  amended,  is  hereby  further 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  Revise  §  904.1  (b)  (9)  to  read  as 
follows : 

(9)  “Buyer-handler”  means  any  han¬ 
dler  who  operates  a  bottling  or  process¬ 
ing  plant  from  which  more  than  10  per¬ 
cent  of  his  total  receipts  of  fluid  milk 
products  other  than  cream  are  disposed 
of  by  him  as  Class  I  milk  in  the  market¬ 
ing  area,  and  whose  entire  supply  of 
fluid  milk  products  is  received  from  other 
handlers. 

2.  Revise  §  904.1  (d)  (6)  (ii)  to  read 
as  follows: 

(ii)  All  fluid  milk  products,  other  than 
cream,  received  at  a  regulated  plant  from 
an  unregulated  plant,  up  to  the  total 
quantity  of  nonpool  milk  received  at  the 
unregulated  plant;  except  that  receipts 
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from  a  New  York  order  pool  plant  which 
are  assigned  to  Class  I  milk  pursuant  to 
§  904.5  (e)  and  receipts  of  emergency 
milk  shall  not  be  considered  outside  milk; 
and 

3.  Revise  §  904.5  (e)  to  read  as  follows: 

(e)  Receipt  from  New  York  order 
pool  plants.  Receipts  of  fluid  milk  prod¬ 
ucts  from  New  York  order  pool  plants 
shall  be  assigned  to  Class  II  milk,  except 
as  provided  in  paragraph  (f)  of  this 
section,  and  except  that  receipts  during 
the  months  of  August  through  March 
which  are  classified  in  Class  I-A  or  I-B 
under  the  New  York  order  shall  be  as¬ 
signed  to  Class  I  milk. 

4.  Revise  the  first  sentence  of  §  904.6 
(h)  to  read  as  follows: 

(h)  Retention  of  records.  All  books 
and  records  required  under  this  order 
to  be  made  available  to  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  shall  be  retained  by  the 
handler  for  a  period  of  three  years  to 
begin  at  the  end  of  the  calendar  month 
to  which  such  books  and  records  per¬ 
tain:  Provided,  That  if,  within  such 
three-year  period,  the  market  admin¬ 
istrator  notifies  the  handler  in  writing 
that  the  retention  of  such  books  and 
records,  or  of  specified  books  and  records, 
is  necessary  in  connection  with  a  pro¬ 
ceeding  under  section  8c  (15)  (A)  of  the 
act  or  a  court  action  specified  in  such 
notice,  the  handler  shall  retain  such 
books  and  records,  until  further  written 
notification  from  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator. 

5.  In  §  904.7  (e)  after  the  words  “Dur¬ 
ing  the  months  of  April,  May,  June  and 
July”  insert  the  words  “of  any  year,  and 
during  August  and  September  of  1950.” 

6.  Revise  §  904.7  (e)  (4)  to  read  as 
follows: 

(4)  Subtract  such  portion  of  the 
quantity  determined  in  subparagraph 
(3>  of  this  paragraph  as  was  made  into 
salted  butter  and  disposed  of  by  the 
handler  or  such  second  person  in  a  form 
other  than  salted  butter. 

7.  In  §§  904.7  (a)  (6)  and  (7)  delete 
the  words  “For  any  month  after  Decem¬ 
ber  1948". 

8.  In  §  904.7  (d>  change  the  reference 
from  M  No.  5  to  M  No.  6. 

9.  In  §  904.8  (b)  (7)  change  the  second 
sentence  to  read  as  follows:  “This  result, 
which  is  the  minimum  blended  price  for 
milk  containing  3.7  percent  butterfat 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Rural  Electrification  Administration 

[Administrative  Order  2759] 
Montana 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  6,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 


received  from  producers  at  plants  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  201-210  freight  mileage 
zone,  shall  be  known  as  the  basic  blended 
price.” 

10.  Revise  §  904.9  (b)  to  read  as 
follows: 

(b)  Final  payments.  Each  pool  han¬ 
dler  shall  make  payment  for  the  total 
value  of  milk  received  during  such 
month  as  required  to  be  computed  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  904.8  (a),  as  follows: 

(1)  On  or  before  the  25th  day  after 
the  end  of  each  month  to  each  producer 
at  not  less  than  the  basic  blended  price 
per  hundredweight,  subject  to  the  dif¬ 
ferentials  provided  in  paragraphs  (d) 
and  (e)  of  this  section,  for  the  quantity 
of  milk  delivered  by  such  producer;  and 

(2)  To  producers,  through  the  market 
administrator,  by  paying  to,  on  or  before 
the  23d  day  after  the  end  of  each  month, 
or  receiving  from  the  market  admin¬ 
istrator,  on  or  before  the  25th  day  after 
the  end  of  each  month,  as  the  case  may 
be,  the  amount  by  which  the  payments 
at  the  basic  blended  price  adjusted  by 
the  plant  and  farm  location  differentials 
provided  in  paragraph  (e)  of  this  section 
are  less  than  or  exceed  the  value  of 
milk  as  required  to  be  computed  for  each 
such  handler  pursuant  to  §  904.8  (a),  as 
shown  in  a  statement  rendered  by  the 
market  administrator  on  or  before  the 
20th  day  after  the  end  of  such  month. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5551;  Filed.  June  27,  1950; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


[  7  CFR,  Part  992  3 

Irish  Potatoes  Grown  in  Washington 

NOTICE  OF  PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING  WITH 
RESPECT  TO  REGULATION  OF  SHIPMENTS 
DURING  THE  PERIOD  FROM  JULY  17,  1950, 
THROUGH  MAY  31,  1951 

Consideration  is  being  given  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  recommendation,  submitted  by 
the  State  of  Washington  Potato  Com¬ 
mittee,  established  pursuant  to  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  No.  113  and  Order  No.  92 
(14  F.  R.  5860),  regulating  the  handling 
of  Irish  Potatoes  grown  in  the  State  of 
Washington,  issued  under  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (48  Stat.  31,  as  amended; 
7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.;  61  Stat.  202,  707; 
62  Stat.  1247;  63  Stat.  1051). 

(1)  During  the  period  beginning  July 
17,  1950,  and  ending  May  31,  1951,  no 


handler  shall  ship  potatoes  grown  In 
the  State  of  Washington  which  do  not 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  U.  S.  No. 
2  or  better  grade  and  which  are  of  sizes 
smaller  than  2  inches  minimum  diam¬ 
eter  and/or  4  ounces  minimum  weight, 
as  such  grade  and  sizes  are  defined  in 
the  United  States  Standards  for  Po¬ 
tatoes  (14  F.  R.  1955,  2161),  including 
the  tolerances  specified  therein:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That,  pursuant  to  paragraphs  (a) 
and  (b)  of  §  992.5,  the  aforesaid  limita¬ 
tions  shall  not  be  applicable  to  (i)  ship¬ 
ments  of  potatoes  for  export;  (ii) 
shipments  of  potatoes  for  distribution  by 
the  Federal  Government,  for  distribution 
by  relief  agencies,  or  for  consumption  by 
charitable  institutions;  (iii)  shipments 
of  potatoes  for  manufacturing  or  con¬ 
version  into  byproducts;  (iv)  shipments 
of  potatoes  for  livestock  feed;  (v)  ship¬ 
ments  of  officially  certified  seed  potatoes: 
Provided  further.  That,  pursuant  to 
§  992.5  (c),  each  handler  making  ship¬ 
ments  for  the  aforesaid  purposes  shall 
file  an  application  wuth  the  committee 
to  do  so,  shall  pay  assessments  on  such 
shipments,  and  shall  have  such  ship¬ 
ments  (except  officially  certified  seed 
potato  shipments)  inspected  in  connec¬ 
tion  therewith:  Provided  further,  That, 
pursuant  to  §  992.4  (d)  each  handler 
may  make  one  shipment  of  not  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  five  (5)  hundredweight  of  po¬ 
tatoes  per  wreek  without  regard  to  the 
aforesaid  limitations. 

(2)  The  terms  used  herein  shall  have 
the  same  meaning  as  when  used  in  Mar¬ 
keting  Agreement  No.  113  and  Order  No. 
92  (14  F.  R.  5860). 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  for  con¬ 
sideration  in  connection  with  the  afore¬ 
said  proposal  may  do  so  by  submitting 
the  same  to  the  Director,  Fruit  and  Vege¬ 
table  Branch,  United  States  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  not 
later  than  the  7th  day  following  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister. 

(48  Stat.  31  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.; 
61  Stat.  202,  707;  62  Stat.  1247;  63  Stat.  1051) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  23d 
day  of  June  1950. 

[seal]  S.  R.  Smith, 

Director, 

Fruit  and  Vegetable  Branch. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5541;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


NOTICES 


a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration : 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Montana  36C  Lincoln _ $175,  000 


[seal]  Claude  R.  Wickard, 

Administrator. 

[I.  R.  Doc.  50-5552;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2760] 

South  Dakota 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  6,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended,  a 
loan  contract  bearing  the  following  des¬ 
ignation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of  the 
Government  acting  through  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Ad¬ 
ministration: 


Wednesday,  June  28,  1950 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 
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Loan  designation:  Amount 

South  Dakota  19F  Turner _ $485, 000 


[seal]  Claude  R.  Wickard, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5553;  Filed,  June  27,  16"'; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2761] 

Indiana 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  6,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Ru¬ 
ral  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  acting  through 
the  Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifi¬ 
cation  Administration: 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Indiana  59M  Wayne _ $75, 000 


[seal]  Claude  R.  Wickard, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5554;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2762] 
Alabama 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  6,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration : 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Alabama  23M  Pike. . . $500,000 


[seal]  Claude  R.  Wickard, 

Administrator. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  50-5555;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2763] 
Tennessee 
loan  announcement 

June  6,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  acting  through 
the  Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electri¬ 
fication  Administration: 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Tennessee  37G  Hawkins _ $245,  000 


[seal]  Claude  R.  Wickard, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5556;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2764] 
Nebraska 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  6,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Nebraska  95D,  E  Cheyenne _ $632,  000 


[seal]  Claude  R.  Wickard, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  60-5557;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2765] 
Montana 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  9,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended,  a 
loan  contract  bearing  the  following  des¬ 
ignation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration : 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Montana  28E  McCone _ $385,000 


[seal]  Claude  R.  Wickard, 

Administrator. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  60-5558;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2766] 

North  Carolina 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  9,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

North  Carolina  23AB  Caldwell...  $566,  000 

[seal]  Claude  R.  Wickard, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5559;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2767] 

Minnesota 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  9,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 


Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Minnesota  83N  Hubbard _ $315,000 


[seal]  Claude  R.  Wickard, 

Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5560;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2768] 

Texas 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  9,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  acting  through 
the  Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electri¬ 
fication  Administration : 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Texas  62L  Bailey. . $100,000 


[seal]  Claude  R.  Wickard, 

Administrator . 

[F,  R.  Doc.  50-5561;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2769] 

North  Carolina 
LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

North  Carolina  23 AC  Caldwell _ $200,  000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5562;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2770] 
Kentucky 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Kentucky  21S  Nelson _ $300,  000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5563;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:51  a.  m.] 
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[Administrative  Order  2771] 

South  Dakota 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended,  a 
loan  contract  bearing  the  following  des¬ 
ignation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of  the 
Government  acting  through  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Ad¬ 
ministration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

South  Dakota  12N  Minnehaha...  $180,000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  60-5564;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2772] 

New  Mexico 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following  des¬ 
ignation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of  the 
Government  acting  through  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Ad¬ 
ministration  : 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

New  Mexico  11L  Taos _ $30,000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 


Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  #  Amount 

Kentucky  50P  Graves _ $245,000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5567;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:52  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2775] 

Iowa 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Iowa  43R  Greene _ $155, 000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5568;  Filed.  June  27,  1950; 
8:52  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2776] 

Georgia 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 


[Administrative  Order  2778] 
Missouri 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Missouri  33W  Butler . .  $740,  000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5571;  Filed,  June  27.  1950; 
8:52  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2779] 
Michigan 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration : 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Michigan  42M  Mason _ $320,  000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 


|  F.  R.  Doc.  50-5565;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:52  a.  m.) 


[Administrative  Order  2773] 
Wyoming 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  acting  through 
the  Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifi¬ 
cation  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Wyoming  12F  Park _ $180,000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 


June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Georgia  97G  Dooly _ $100, 000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5569;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:52  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2777] 
Alabama 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 


[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5572;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:52  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2780] 

Florida 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration : 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Florida  28N  Madison . $210,  000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 


[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5566;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:52  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2774] 

Kentucky 
loan  announcement 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 


June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 

Loan  designation!  Amount 

Alabama  46D  Franklin _ $120, 000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5570;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:52  a.  m.] 


[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5573;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:52  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2781] 

Indiana 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad- 
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ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Indiana  38H  Johnson _ (250, 000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  60-5574;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:53  a.  m.l 


[Administrative  Order  2782] 

Indiana 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Indiana  83K  Dubois _ (335, 000 

[seal]  Wm.C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5575;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2783] 

Iowa 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 

Loan  designation :  Amount 

Iowa  27N  Buena  Vista _ $103,  000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5576;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2784] 

Texas 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 

Loan  designation :  Amount 

Texas  98L  Young _ (165,000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5577;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2785] 
Wisconsin 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended,  a 
loan  contract  bearing  the  following  des¬ 
ignation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of  the 
Government  acting  through  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Ad¬ 
ministration  : 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Wisconsin  46M  Lafayette _ $102,  000 


[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5578;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2786] 

Arizona 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Arizona  22C  Kingman _ $95,  000 


[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator , 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5579;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2787] 

Alaska 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Alaska  5C  Kenal _ $14,  000 


[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5580;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2788] 
Minnesota 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 


through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Minnesota  54G  Faribault _ $145,  000 


[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  A.  Doc.  50-5581;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:53  a.  m] 


[Administrative  Order  2789] 

New  Mexico 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

New  Mexico  8P  Roosevelt _ $390,  000 


[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5582;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
..  8:53  a.m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2790] 
Arkansas 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration : 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Arkansas  15U  Woodruff _ $275,000 


[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5583;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2791] 
Michigan 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended,  a 
loan  contract  bearing  the  following  des¬ 
ignation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of  the 
Government  acting  through  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Ad¬ 
ministration  : 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Michigan  37N  Huron _ $665,  030 


[seal]  Wm  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5584;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:53  a.  m.] 
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[Administrative  Order  2792] 

Oregon 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Oregon  14N  Umatilla _ $660,  000 


[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

IF  R.  Doc.  50-5585;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:53  a.  m  ] 


[Administrative  Order  2793] 

North  Dakota 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended,  a 
loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 


Loan  designation :  Amount 

North  Dakota  8T  Benson - $10,000 


[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5586;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2794] 
Tennessee 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  acting  through 
the  Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electri¬ 
fication  Administration: 


|F.  R.  Doc.  50-5587;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2795] 
Tennessee 
LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 


Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Adminstration: 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Tennessee  25L  Jackson _ $695, 000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 


Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5588;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2796] 
Alabama 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  12,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration : 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Alabama  29H  Greene _ $1,485,000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5589;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2797] 
Wisconsin 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  13,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 

Loan  designation :  Amount 

Wisconsin  57S  Rusk _ $130,  000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5590;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


June  13,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration : 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Minnesota  72H  Renville _ $195,000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5591;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2799] 

North  Dakota 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  13,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended,  a 
loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration : 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

North  Dakota  33E  Stark _ $725,  000 


[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5592;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2800] 

Ohio 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  13,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  acting  through 
the  Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifi¬ 
cation  Administration: 


Loan  designation :  Amount 

Ohio  32T  Belmont _ $240,  000 


[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5593;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2801] 

Iowa 

loan  announcement 

June  13,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration : 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Iowa  57K  Mitchell _ $226,  000 


[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  60-5594;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2802] 

Kentucky 
loan  announcement 

June  13,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 


Loan  designation: 
Tennessee  IX  Meigs. 


Amount 
$520, 000 


[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 


[Administrative  Order  2798] 
Minnesota 
loan  announcement 


- 
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Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration; 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Kentucky  58K  Floyd . $210,000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5595;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  28C3] 
Montana 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  13,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 

Loan  designation :  Amount 

Montana  16H  Park, _ $100,  000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5596;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2804] 
Alabama 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  13,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Alabama  9R  Clarke-Washlngton,  $565,  000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5597;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2805] 
Missouri 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  13,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 

Loan  designation :  Amount 

Missouri  31N,  P  Mississippi . $525,  000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R  Doc.  50-5598;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.] 

No.  124 - 3 


[Administrative  Order  2806] 

South  Carolina 
LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  13,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended,  a 
loan  contract  bearing  the  following  des¬ 
ignation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

South  Carolina  14X  Aiken _ $940,  000 


[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5599;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2807] 
Nebraska 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  13,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration : 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Nebraska  92D  Sheridan _ $414,  000 


[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5600;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.J 


[Administrative  Order  2808] 

Indiana 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  13,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Indiana  15L  Fayette _ $65,  000 


[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5601;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2809] 

Florida 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  13,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 


Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Florida  25K,  L  Lee _ $475,  000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wi'E, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5602;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2810] 

Illinois 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  13,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 

Loan  designation :  Amount 

Illinois  2P  Wayne _ $844, 000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5603;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2811] 

Indiana 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  13,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Indiana  89P  Harrison _ $215,  000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator . 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5604;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2812] 
Oklahoma 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  14,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration : 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Oklahoma  16P,  S  Pontotoc - $975,  000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  80-5605;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.] 
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[Administrative  Order  2813 J 
New  Mexico 
loan  announcement 

June  14,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

New  Mexico  20H  Socorro - $50,  000 


[seal}  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5606;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2814] 
Montana 

loan  announcement 

June  14,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended,  a 
loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration : 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Montana  12L  Missoula _ $190, 000 


[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  50-5607;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m  ] 


[Administrative  Order  2815] 

Iowa 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  14,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 


Loan  designation :  Amount 

Iowa  61M  Cherokee _ $70,000 


[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  60-5608;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m  ] 


[Administrative  Order  2816] 

New  Mexico 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  14,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 


ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 

Loan  designation :  Amount 

New  Mexico  26B  Union _ $860, 000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  60-5609;  Filed.  June  27,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2817] 
Washington 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  14,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 


Loan  designation:  Amount 

Washington  18P  Spokane _ $285,  000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 


Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5610;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2818] 
Oklahoma 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  14,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  acting  through  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Oklahoma  33L  Latimer _ $620, 000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5611;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.[ 


[Administrative  Order  2819] 

Texas 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  14,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as 
amended,  a  loan  contract  bearing  the 
following  designation  has  been  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  acting 
through  the  Administrator  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration: 

Loan  designation :  Amount 

Texas  56P  Lubbock _ $735,  000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  60-5612;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.j 


[Administrative  Order  2820] 
Nebraska 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  14,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Nebraska  2C  Gering  District  Pub¬ 
lic . . . . $78,000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5613;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:55  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2821] 
Minnesota 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  14,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Minnesota  62R  Wright _ $160,  000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5614;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:55  a.  m.] 


[Administrative  Order  2822] 

Indiana 

LOAN  ANNOUNCEMENT 

June  14,  1950. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act  of  1936,  as  amended, 
a  loan  contract  bearing  the  following 
designation  has  been  signed  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  acting  through  the 
Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration: 

Loan  designation:  Amount 

Indiana  80F  Noble _ - _ $260,  000 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  WTse, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5615;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:55  a.  m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LAEOR 

Wage  and  Hour  Division 

Minimum  Wage  Rates  for  Employees  in 
Various  Industries  in  Puerto  Rico 

NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  BEFORE  SPECIAL 
INDUSTRY  COMMITTEE  NO.  8  FOR  PUERTO 
RICO  FOR  PURPOSE  OF  RECEIVING  EVIDENCE 
TO  BE  CONSIDERED  IN  RECOMMENDATION 

In  conformity  with  sections  5  and  8 
of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938, 


Wednesday,  June  28,  1950 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


4145 


as  amended  (52  Stat.  1060  as  amended; 
29  U.  S.  C.,  and  Sup.,  201  et  seq.) ,  and  in 
accordance  with  §  511.11  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  issued  pursuant  thereto  (Title  29, 
Chapter  V,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
Part  511),  notice  is  hereby  given  to  all 
interested  persons  that  a  public  hearing 
will  be  held  beginning  on  July  18,  1950, 
at  10:00  a.  m.,  in  Room  412,  New  York 
Department  Store  Building,  Stop  16  V2, 
Ponce  de  Leon  Avenue,  Santurce,  Puerto 
Rico,  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  evi¬ 
dence  to  be  considered  by  Special  In¬ 
dustry  Committee  No.  8  for  Puerto  Rico 
in  recommending  minimum  wage  rates 
for  employees  in  the  industries  in  Puerto 
Rico  hereinafter  enumerated. 

Special  Industry  Committee  No.  8  for 
Puerto  Rico  was  created  by  Administra¬ 
tive  Order  No.  399,  to  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  June  20,  1950.  It  is 
charged,  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  and  regulations 
promulgated  thereunder,  with  the  duty 
of  investigating  conditions  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  industries  of  Puerto  Rico,  as  de¬ 
fined  in  said  Administrative  Order:  the 
Hooked  Rug  Industry;  Leather,  Leather 
Goods  and  Related  Products  Industry; 
Handicraft  Products  Industry;  Men’s 
and  Boys’  Clothing  and  Related  Prod¬ 
ucts  Industry;  and  the  Needlework  and 
Fabricated  Textile  Products  Industry. 

The  Committee  is  further  charged  with 
the  duty  of  recommending  to  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  the  highest  minimum  wage  rates, 
(not  in  excess  of  75  cents  per  hour)  for 
all  employees  in  Puerto  Rico  in  the  in¬ 
dustries  cited  above  who  within  the 
meaning  of  said  act  are  “engaged  in 
commerce  or  in  the  production  of  goods 
for  commerce,”  excepting  employees  ex¬ 
empted  by  the  provisions  of  section  13 
(a)  and  employees  coming  under  the 
provisions  of  section  14,  which,  having 
due  regard  to  economic  and  competitive 
conditions,  will  not  substantially  curtail 
employment  in  such  industries  and  will 
not  give  any  industry  in  Puerto  Rico  a 
competitive  advantage  over  any  industry 
in  the  United  States  outside  of  Puerto 
Rico.  Before  any  minimum  wage  rates 
recommended  by  the  Committee  are 
made  effective,  a  public  hearing  will  be 
held  pursuant  to  section  8  of  the  act,  at 
a  time  and  place  to  be  announced  by  the 
Administrator  and  at  which  all  inter¬ 
ested  persons  will  have  an  opportunity 
to  be  heard. 

Any  person  who,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Committee  or  its  duly  authorized  sub¬ 
committee,  has  a  substantial  interest  in 
the  proceeding  and  is  prepared  to  pre¬ 
sent  material  pertinent  to  the  question 
under  consideration,  may  appear  on  his 
own  behalf  or  on  behalf  of  any  other 
person.  Persons  wishing  to  appear  are 
requested  to  file  with  Russell  Sturgis, 
Territorial  Director  of  the  Wage  and 
Hour  Division,  Post  Office  Box  3906,  San¬ 
turce  29,  Puerto  Rico,  not  later  than 
July  11,  1950,  a  notice  of  intention  to 
appear.  A  copy  of  such  notice  must 
also  be  filed  by  such  persons  with  the 
Administrator  of  the  Wage  and  Hour 
Division,  United  States  Department  of 
Labor,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  on  or  before 
the  same  date.  The  notice  of  intention 


to  appear  should  contain  the  following 
information; 

1.  The  name  and  address  of  the  person 
appearing. 

2.  If  he  is  appearing  in  a  representa¬ 
tive  capacity,  the  name  and  address  of 
the  person  or  persons  whom,  or  the 
organization  which,  he  is  representing. 

3.  The  approximate  length  of  time 
which  his  presentation  will  consume. 

All  testimony  will  be  taken  under  oath 
and  subject  to  reasonable  cross-exami¬ 
nation  by  any  interested  person  present. 
Testimony  so  received  will  be  offered  as 
evidence  at  the  public  hearing  to  be  held 
on  such  minimum  wage  recommenda¬ 
tions  as  Special  Industry  Committee  No. 
8  for  Puerto  Rico  may  make. 

Written  statements  of  persons  who 
cannot  appear  personally  w'ill  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Committee  provided  that 
such  statements  are  sworn  and  that  at 
least  12  copies  thereof  are  received  not 
later  than  July  18, 1950,  at  the  Wage  and 
Hour  Division  of  the  United  States  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor,  Room  412,  New  York 
Department  Store  Building,  Stop  16  V2 
Ponce  de  Leon  Avenue,  Santurce,  29, 
Puerto  Rico.  Any  person  appearing  at 
the  hearing  who  offers  written  material 
must  submit  at  least  12  copies  thereof. 

Signed  at  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico,  this 
20th  day  of  June  1950. 

A.  Cecil  Snyder, 
Chairman,  Special  Industry 
Committee  No.  8  for  Puerto 
Rico. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5616;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 

8:55  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  7945,  7946} 

Johnston  Broadcasting  Co.  and  Pilot 
Broadcasting  Corp.  (WTNB) 

ORDER  CONTINUING  HEARING 

In  re  applications  of  George  Johnston 
and  George  Johnston,  Jr.,  d/b  as  Johns¬ 
ton  Broadcasting  Company,  Birming¬ 
ham,  Alabama,  Docket  No.  7945,  File  No. 
BP-5016;  Pilot  Broadcasting  Corporation 
(WTNB) ,  Birmingham,  Alabama,  Docket 
No.  7946,  File  No.  BP-5332 ;  for  construc¬ 
tion  permits. 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  a  motion  filed  on  June  16,  1950, 
by  George  Johnston  and  George  Johns¬ 
ton,  Jr.,  d/b  as  Johnston  Broadcasting 
Company,  and  the  Pilot  Broadcasting 
Corporation,  requesting  that  the  hearing 
on  the  above-entitled  applications  now 
scheduled  to  be  held  in  Washington, 
D.  C.,  on  June  22,  1950,  be  continued  for 
a  period  of  at  least  thirty  days;  and 

It  appearing,  that  the  applicants  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding  have  been  at¬ 
tempting  to  negotiate  some  form  of 
amicable  adjustment  of  their  differences 
for  submission  to  the  Commission  for 
approval;  that  there  does  not  remain 
sufficient  time  prior  to  the  date  now 
scheduled  for  the  said  hearing  to  permit 
the  said  applicants  to  fully  and  properly 
explore  the  possibilities  of  such  settle¬ 
ment;  and  that  the  said  motion  does  not 


definitely  indicate  the  amount  of  time 
which  would  be  required  for  that  pur¬ 
pose;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  all  of  the 
parties  to  the  proceeding  have  consented 
to  the  continuance  as  requested  and  to 
a  waiver  of  §  1.745  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  relating  to  the  time  for  the  filing 
of  motions;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  Hearing 
Examiner  now  assigned  to  preside  in  the 
above- entitled  proceeding  will  be  absent 
from  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C.,  from 
about  the  middle  of  July  until  after  Sep¬ 
tember  8, 1950; 

It  is  ordered,  This  20th  day  of  June 
1950,  that  the  motion  be,  and  it  is  hereby, 
granted  in  part,  and  that  the  hearing 
on  the  above-entitled  applications  is 
hereby  continued  until  10:00  a.  m.,  Mon¬ 
day,  September  11,  1950,  at  Washington, 
D.  C. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  T.  J.  Slowie, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5627;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 

8:56  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  9334,  9574] 

Coastal  Broadcasting  Co.  (WHIT)  and 

Commonwealth  Broadcasting  Corp. 

(WELS) 

ORDER  ADVANCING  HEARING  DATE 

In  re  applications  of  Coastal  Broad¬ 
casting  Company  (WHIT),  New  Bern, 
North  Carolina,  Docket  No.  9334,  File  No. 
BP-7208;  Commonwealth  Broadcasting 
Corporation,  Kinston,  North  Carolina 
(WELS) ,  Docket  No.  9574,  File  No.  BMP- 
4917;  for  construction-permit  and  modi¬ 
fication  of  CP. 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  a  petition  filed  June  1,  1950,  on 
behalf  of  Commonwealth  Broadcasting 
Corporation  (WELS)  requesting  that  the 
hearing  date  in  this  case  be  changed 
from  September  26,  1950,  to  a  date  dur¬ 
ing  the  week  of  July  10,  1950;  and 

It  appearing,  that  the  hearing  in  this 
proceeding  has  been  heretofore  vari¬ 
ously  scheduled  in  1950  on  May  8,  July 
26  and  September  26,  the  last  date  hav¬ 
ing  been  ordered  “On  the  Commission’s 
own  motion”  by  the  Hearing  Examiner 
formerly  designated  to  preside  herein; 
and 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  week  of 
July  10  is  not  satisfactory  because  of  the 
Hearing  Examiner’s  previously  assigned 
hearing  duties;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  no  pleading 
in  opposition  to  the  instant  petition  has 
been  filed,  and  that  the  respective  attor¬ 
neys  for  each  applicant,  for  the  respond¬ 
ent  and  for  the  Commission  have  infor¬ 
mally  consented  to  a  grant  of  the  peti¬ 
tion  to  the  extent  hereinafter  ordered; 
now  therefore. 

It  is  ordered,  This  16th  day  of  June 
1950,  that  the  petition  of  Commonwealth 
Broadcasting  Corporation  for  advance  of 
the  hearing  date  herein  is  granted,  and 
the  date  of  hearing  at  Washington,  D.  C., 
in  this  proceeding  is  hereby  changed 
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NOTICES 


from  September  26,  1950,  to  August  9, 
1950. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  T.  J.  Slowie, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5622;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:56  a.  m.] 


(Docket  No.  9362] 

International  Bank  for  Reconstruction 
and  Development  et  al. 

order  continuing  hearing 

In  the  matter  of  International  Bank 
for  Reconstruction  and  Development 
and  International  Monetary  Fund,  com¬ 
plainants  v.  All  American  Cables  and 
Radio,  Inc.,  the  Commercial  Cable  Com¬ 
pany,  Mackay  Radio  and  Telegraph 
Company,  Inc.,  RCA  Communications, 
Inc.,  and  the  Western  Union  Telegraph 
Company,  defendants;  Docket  No.  9362. 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  a  communication  from  The 
Western  Union  Telegraph  Company,  All 
America  cables  and  Radio,  Inc.,  The 
Commercial  Cable  Company,  and  Mac¬ 
kay  Radio  and  Telegraph  Company,  Inc., 
received  June  16,  1950,  requesting  that 
the  hearing  herein,  presently  scheduled 
for  June  20,  1950,  in  Washington,  D.  C., 
be  continued  to  a  later  date;  and 

It  appearing  that  this  continuance  is 
requested  on  the  ground  that  the  de¬ 
fendant  carriers  were  served  on  June  16, 
1950,  with  copies  of  the  complainants’ 
supplemental  complaint,  and  that  addi¬ 
tional  time  is  required  for  action  to  be 
taken  on  the  supplemental  complaint; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  com¬ 
plainants  have  no  objection  to  the  con¬ 
tinuance,  but  requests  that  the  hearing, 
if  continued,  commence  not  earlier  than 
October  15,  1950;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  there  is  no 
objection  to  the  continuance  by  the  other 
parties  to  the  proceeding  or  by  the  Coun¬ 
sel  for  the  Commission; 

It  is  ordered,  This  19th  day  of  June 
1950,  that  the  request  is  hereby  granted, 
and  the  hearing  is  hereby  continued  to 
October  17, 1950,  at  10:00  a.  m.,  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  T.  J.  Slowie, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  60-5620;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:56  a.  m  ] 


l Docket  Nos.  9439,  9611] 

West  Texas  Broadcasters,  Inc.  and  Tul’e 
Broadcasting  Co. 

order  continuing  hearing 

In  re  applications  of  West  Texas 
Broadcasters,  Incorporated,  Floydada, 
Texas.  Docket  No.  9611,  File  No.  BP-7222 ; 
Francis  David  Burgess,  Robert  Olin 
Lowery,  Francis  J.  Burgess,  Allan  S. 


Heard,  Walker  B.  Jones  and  R.  F.  McCas- 
land,  d/b  as  Tul’e  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany,  Tulia,  Texas,  Docket  No.  9439;  File 
No.  BP-7276;  for  construction  permits. 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  a  petition  filed  June  13,  1950, 
by  Francis  David  Burgess,  Robert  Olin 
Lowery,  Francis  J.  Burgess,  Allan  S. 
Heard,  Walker  B.  Jones  and  R.  F.  McCas- 
land,  d/b  as  Tul’e  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany,  Tulia,  Texas,  requesting  that  the 
hearing  on  the  above-entitled  matter, 
now  scheduled  for  June  21,  1950,  in 
Washington,  D.  C.,  be  continued  for  a 
period  of  thirty  days; 

It  appearing  that  the  time  within 
which  opposition  to  said  petition  might 
have  been  filed  has  expired,  and  opposi¬ 
tion  thereto  has  not  been  filed  by  the 
other  party  to  this  proceeding  nor  by 
Commission  Counsel;  that  good  and  suf¬ 
ficient  cause  for  the  requested  continu¬ 
ance  has  been  shown  in  the  petition ;  and 
that  public  interest,  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity  would  be  served  by  a  grant  of  said 
petition; 

It  is  ordered,  This  19th  day  of  June 
1950,  that  the  aforesaid  petition  be  and 
it  is  hereby  granted,  and  the  hearing  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding  be  and  it 
is  hereby  continued  to  August  1,  1950,  at 
10:00  a.  m. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal!  T.  J.  Slowie, 

Secretary. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  50-5621;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:56  a.  m] 


[Docket  Nos.  9479,  9667] 

News  Journal  Corp.  (WNBD)  and  Ralph 
D.  Epperson  (WPAQ) 

order  continuing  hearing 

In  re  applications  of  News  Journal 
Corporation  (WNBD),  Daytona  Beach, 
Florida,  Docket  No.  9667,  File  No.  BP- 
6983  ;  Ralph  D.  Epperson  ( WPAQ) ,  Mount 
Airy,  North  Carolina,  Docket  No.  9479, 
File  No.  BP-7153;  for  construction  per¬ 
mits. 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  a  petition  requesting  a  60-day 
continuance  of  the  hearing  herein,  pres¬ 
ently  scheduled  for  June  26.  1950,  at 
Washington,  D.  C.,  filed  on  June  13,  1950, 
by  Ralph  D.  Epperson,  Mount  Airy, 
North  Carolina,  one  of  the  applicants 
herein,  stating  that  additional  time  is 
needed  before  going  to  hearing  for  the 
preparation  of  an  engineering  study  of 
certain  interference  problems,  and  re¬ 
questing  a  waiver  of  the  Commission’s 
four-day  rule;  and 

It  appearing  that  the  attorneys  for  the 
parties  hereto  and  the  Commission  Coun¬ 
sel  have  advised  verbally  that  no  objec¬ 
tion  will  be  raised  to  the  petitioner’s  re¬ 
quest  for  a  waiver  of  the  four-day  rule, 
and  no  objection  to  the  grant  of  the  peti¬ 
tion  has  been  made; 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  This  16th  day  of 
June  1950,  that  the  four-day  rule  be  and 
It  is  hereby  waived,  the  petition  request¬ 
ing  a  60-day  continuance  is  granted,  and 
the  hearing  herein  is  hereby  continued 


to  August  28,  1950,  at  10:00  a.  m.,  in 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  T.  J.  Slowie, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5623;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:56  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  9605] 

Gulf  Beaches  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc. 

ORDER  CONTINUING  HEARING 

In  re  application  of  Gulf  Beaches 
Broadcasting  Company,  Inc.,  St.  Peters¬ 
burg  Beach,  Florida,  for  construction 
permit;  Docket  No.  9605,  File  No.  BP- 
7302. 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  a  petition  filed  on  June  15,  1950, 
by  the  Gulf  Beaches  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  requesting  that  the  hearing 
now  scheduled  to  be  held  on  the  above- 
entitled  application,  be  continued  for  a 
period  of  ninety  days;  and 

It  appearing,  that  all  of  the  parties 
to  the  proceeding  have  consented  to  a 
grant  of  the  said  petition  and  to  a  waiver 
of  §  1.745  of  the  Commission’s  rules; 

It  is  ordered.  This  15th  day  of  June 
1950,  that  the  petition  be,  and  it  is 
hereby,  granted;  and  that  the  hearing  on 
the  above-entitled  application  is  hereby 
continued  to  10:00  a.  m.,  Monday,  Sep¬ 
tember  18,  1950,  at  Washington,  D.  C. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  T.  J.  Slowie, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5626;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:56  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  9615,  9616] 

Valley  Broadcasting  Co.  (KLOK)  and 
Charles  E.  Salik  (KCBQ) 

ORDER  CONTINUING  HEARING 

In  re  applications  of  E.  L.  Barker,  Clar- 
ibel  Barker,  T.  H.  Canfield  and  Opal  A. 
Canfield,  d/b  as  Valley  Broadcasting 
Company  (KLOK),  San  Jose,  California, 
for  construction  permit,  Docket  No.  9615, 
File  No.  BP-7400 ;  Charles  E.  Salik 
(KCBQ) ,  San  Diego,  California,  for  mod¬ 
ification  of  license,  Docket  No.  9616,  File 
No.  BML-1392. 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  a  petition  requesting  a  90 -day 
continuance  of  the  hearing  herein,  pres¬ 
ently  scheduled  for  July  7, 1950,  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.,  filed  by  one  of  the  appli¬ 
cants,  Charles  E.  Salik  (KCBQ),  San 
Diego,  California,  stating  that  the  peti¬ 
tioner  is  now  negotiating  for  the  services 
of  a  new  consulting  engineer  to  be  em¬ 
ployed  within  the  next  few  weeks  and 
this  new  consulting  engineer  will  need 
sufficient  time  to  examine  the  application 
and  work  out  a  plan,  in  cooperation  with 
the  engineer  for  KLOK,  to  reexamine  the 
engineering  proposals  to  see  whether  one 
or  both  proposals  might  not  be  amended 
and  thus  possibly  avoid  a  hearing ;  and 

It  appearing  that  counsel  for  the  other 
parties  and  counsel  for  the  Commission 
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have  no  objection  to  the  immediate  con¬ 
sideration  and  grant  of  this  petition;  and 
It  appearing  that  an  indefinite  contin¬ 
uance  would  be  preferable,  procedurally, 
to  the  90-day  continuance  requested,  and 
counsel  for  the  applicants  and  for  the 
Commission  have  indicated  that  they 
have  no  objection  to  an  indefinite  contin¬ 
uance  ; 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  This  16th  day  of 
June  1950,  that  the  petition,  insofar  as  it 
requests  a  continuance,  is  hereby  granted 
and  the  hearing  is  hereby  continued 
indefinitely. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  T.  J.  Slowie, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5624;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 

8:56  a.  m.J 


[Docket  No.  9654] 

Sevier  Valley  Broadcasting  Co. 
(KSVC)  * 

ORDER  CONTINUING  HEARING 

In  re  application  of  Sevier  Valley 
Broadcasting  Company  (KSVC),  Rich¬ 
field,  Utah,  for  renewal  of  license; 
Docket  No.  9654,  File  No.  BR-2232. 

It  is  ordered,  This  15th  day  of  June 
1950,  on  the  Commission’s  own  motion, 
that  the  hearing  in  the  above-entitled 
matter,  which  is  presently  scheduled  for 
July  11,  1950,  at  Richfield,  Utah,  be, 
and  it  is  hereby,  continued  to  August  7, 
1950,  in  Richfield,  Utah. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  T.  J.  Slowie, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5625;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:56  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  E-6282] 

Wisconsin  Power  and  Light  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  ORDER  AUTHORIZING  MERGER  OR 
CONSOLIDATION  OF  FACILITIES 

June  22,  1950. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  on  June 
21,  1950,  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
issued  its  order  entered  June  20,  1950, 
authorizing  merger  or  consolidation  of 
facilities  of  Wisconsin  Power  and  Light 
Company  with  those  of  Interstate  Light 
and  Power  Company  (Wisconsin). 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuqua y. 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5518;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  E-6283] 

Northwestern  Illinois  Gas  &  Electric 
Co. 

NOTICE  OF  ORDER  AUTHORIZING  MERGER  OR 
CONSOLIDATION  OF  FACILITIES 

June  22,  1950. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  on  June 
21,  1950,  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
issued  its  order  entered  June  20,  1950, 


authorizing  merger  or  consolidation  of 
facilities  of  Northwestern  Illinois  Gas  & 
Electric  Company  with  those  of  Inter¬ 
state  Light  and  Power  Company  (Illi¬ 
nois). 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  60-5519;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-962] 

Tennessee  Gas  Transmission  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  ORDER  FURTHER  AMENDING  ORDER 
ISSUING  CERTIFICATE  OF  PUBLIC  CONVEN¬ 
IENCE  AND  NECESSITY 

June  22,  1950. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  on  June 
20,  1950,  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
issued  its  order  entered  June  20,  1950,  in 
the  above-designated  matter,  further 
amending  Paragraph  (A)  (ii)  of  the 
orders  of  May  3, 1949  (14  F.  R.  2385),  and 
November  15,  1949  (14  F.  R.  7114),  is¬ 
suing  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5520;  Filed,  June  27.  1950; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-962 1 
Tennessee  Gas  Transmission  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  ORDER  DISMISSING  PETITION  FOR 
AMENDMENT  OF  ORDER  ISSUING  CERTIFI¬ 
CATE  OF  PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE  AND 
NECESSITY 

June  22,  1950. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  on  June  20, 
1950,  the  Federal  Power  Commission  is¬ 
sued  its  order  entered  June  20,  1950,  dis¬ 
missing  petition  for  amendment  of  Para¬ 
graph  (C)  of  the  order  of  December  7, 
1948,  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  December  14,  1948  (13  F.  R.  7719), 
issuing  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  in  the  above-designated 
matter. 

[seal]  .  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5521;  Filed.  June  27,  1950; 
8:45  a.  m.[ 


[Docket  No.  G-963] 

Commonwealth  Natural  Gas  Corp. 

NOTICE  OF  ORDER  AMENDING  ORDER  ISSUING 

CERTIFICATE  OF  PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE  AND 

NECESSITY 

June  22,  1950. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  on  June  21, 
1950,  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
issued  its  order  entered  June  20,  1950, 
amending  order  of  March  30,  1950,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  April 
6,  1950  (15  F.  R.  1959),  issuing  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
in  the  above-designated  matter. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5522;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 

8:45  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-1301] 

Tennessee  Gas  Transmission  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  FINDINGS  AND  ORDER  ISSUING 
CERTIFICATE  OF  PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE  AND 
NECESSITY 

June  22, 1950. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  on  June 
21,  1950,  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
issued  its  findings  and  order  entered 
June  20,  1950,  issuing  certificate  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  in  the 
above-designated  matter. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5523;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:45  a.  m.[ 


[Project  No.  199] 

South  Carolina  Public  Service 
Authority 

NOTICE  OF  ORDER  AUTHORIZING  AMENDMENT 
OF  LICENSE  (MAJOR) 

June  22,  1950. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  on  June 
21,  1950,  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
issued  its  order  entered  June  20,  1950, 
authorizing  amendment  of  license 
(major)  in  the  above-designated  matter. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5524;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-1414] 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATION 

June  22,  1950. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  7,  1950, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corpo¬ 
ration  (Applicant),  a  Delaware  corpora¬ 
tion  with  its  principal  place  of  business 
in  Houston,  Texas,  filed  an  application 
for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity,  pursuant  to  section  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  as  amended,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  construction  and  operation 
of  an  extension  of  its  presently  certifi¬ 
cated  30-inch  main  line,  approximately 
11.25  miles  in  length,  of  pipe  ranging  in 
size  between  20  inches  and  26  inches 
O.  D.,  beginning  at  a  point  on  Applicant’s 
presently  certificated  main  line,  near 
East  Carteret,  New  Jersey,  extending 
thence  easterly  across  Middlesex  County, 
New  Jersey,  to  Arthur  Kill,  thence  across 
Arthur  Kill  to  Staten  Island,  New  York, 
thence  easterly  across  Staten  Island  to  a 
point  on  the  east  side  of  Staten  Island 
at  the  so-called  “Narrows,”  lying  approx¬ 
imately  500  feet  north  of  the  junction 
of  Hylan  Boulevard  and  the  Narrows, 
thence  across  the  Narrows  to  a  point  in 
the  Bay  Ridge  section  of  Brooklyn,  New 
York,  which  lies  between  Shore  Parkway 
and  Shore  Road,  between  Eighty-ninth 
and  Ninety-first  Streets,  there  to  con¬ 
nect  with  the  so-called  “New  York  Fa¬ 
cilities,”  which  were  certificated  by  the 
Commission  in  Dockets  Nos.  G-1167, 
G-1171,  and  G-1190. 

The  proposed  facilities  will  be  used  as 
an  auxiliary  connection  designed  to 


4148 


NOTICES 


serve  Consolidated  Edison  Company  of 
New  York,  The  Brooklyn  Union  Gas 
Company,  Long  Island  lighting  System, 
Brooklyn  Borough  Gas  Company,  and 
Kings  County  Lighting  Company. 

The  estimated  over-all  capital  cost  will 
approximate  $3,585,082. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  before  the 
10th  days  of  July  1950.  The  applica¬ 
tion  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  for 
public  inspection. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  50-5525;  Filed.  June  27,  1950; 

8:45  a.  m.] 


(Docket  No.  G-1419] 

Prince  George’s  Gas  Corp. 

NOTICE  or  APPLICATION 

June  22, 1950. 

Take  notice  that  Prince  George’s  Gas 
Corporation  (Applicant),  a  Maryland 
corporation,  address,  Chillum,  Prince 
George’s  County,  Maryland,  filed  on 
June  12,  1950,  an  application  for  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  authorizing  the  con¬ 
struction  and  operation  of  approxi¬ 
mately  20  miles  of  22-inch  natural  gas 
transmission  pipeline  between  a  point 
of  connection  with  the  transmission 
pipeline  facilities  of  Atlantic  Seaboard 
Corporation  near  Rockville,  Maryland, 
and  Applicant’s  storage  and  compressor 
station  located  at  Chillum,  Maryland. 

Applicant  proposes  to  utilize  said 
facilities  to  transport  increased  volumes 
of  natural  gas  from  the  facilities  of  At¬ 
lantic  Seaboard  Corporation  to  Appli¬ 
cant's  Chillum  Station  for  delivery  to 
the  distribution  system  of  Applicant’s 
parent,  Washington  Gas  Light  Company. 
Said  facilities  also  will  be  used  to  make 
deliveries  of  natural  gas  to  the  distribu¬ 
tion  system  of  Washington  Gas  Light 
Company  of  Maryland,  Inc.,  another 
subsidiary  of  Washington  Gas  Light 
Company.  Applicant  estimates  the  ulti¬ 
mate  delivery  capacity  of  said  facilities 
will  be  122,000  Mcf.  of  natural  gas  per 
day.  Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
facilities  are  required  to  augment  the 
existing  gas  transmission  facilities  of 
Washington  Gas  Light  Company  and  its 
subsidiaries,  which  facilities  are  inade¬ 
quate  to  supply  the  increased  demands 
for  gas  service  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  and  adjoining  areas  in  Maryland  and 
Virginia. 

The  total  over-all  capital  cost  of  the 
proposed  facilities  is  estimated  to  be  ap¬ 
proximately  $1,360,000.00.  The  capital 
requirement  for  the  construction  of  said 
facilities  will  be  supplied  by  Washington 
Gas  Light  Company  in  the  form  of  ad¬ 
vances  on  open  account,  without  inter¬ 
est  charges. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 


cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  befora 
the  10th  day  of  July,  1950.  The  appli¬ 
cation  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  for 
public  Inspection. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  50-5526;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:46  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-14201 
Hope  Natural  Gas  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATION 

June  22,  1950. 

Take  notice  that  Hope  Natural  Gas 
Company  (Applicant),  a  West  Virginia 
corporation,  address,  Clarksburg,  West 
Virginia,  filed  on  June  13,  1950,  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  pursuant  to 
section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  construction  and  operation 
of  a  new  12%  infch  pipeline  approxi¬ 
mately  7,600  feet  in  length  to  extend 
from  Applicant’s  present  12-inch  trans¬ 
mission  pipeline  near  its  Hunt  Com¬ 
pressing  Station  in  Kanawha  County, 
West  Virginia  to  a  point  of  connection 
with  the  Tennessee  Gas  Transmission 
Company’s  transmission  pipeline  No.  2 
in  Kanawha  County,  West  Virginia. 

Applicant  proposes  by  means  of  the 
said  facilities  to  receive  delivery  of  ad¬ 
ditional  volumes  of  natural  gas  from 
Tennessee  Gas  Transmission  Company 
into  its  system  north  of  Applicant’s 
Cornwell  Compressor  Station,  and,  by 
receiving  approximately  25,000  Mcf.  per 
day  through  said  facilities  to  bring  its 
receipt  of  gas  up  to  its  full  contract  obli¬ 
gation  from  Tennessee  Gas  Transmis¬ 
sion  Company.  No  new  markets  or  areas 
are  proposed  to  be  served  through  the 
proposed  facilities,  but  Applicant  states 
that  they  will  enable  Applicant  to  render 
more  adequate  service  to  its  present 
markets. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or 
before  the  10th  day  of  July  1950.  The 
application  is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  for  public  inspection. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5527;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 

8:46  a.  m.J 


[Docket  No.  G-1392] 

Jersey  Central  Power  &  Light  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATION 

June  22,  1950. 

Take  notice  that  Jersey  Central  Power 

6  Light  Company  (Applicant),  a  New 
Jersey  corporation,  having  its  principal 
place  of  business  at  Asbury  Park,  New 
Jersey,  filed  on  June  12,  1950,  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  its  application  filed  on  May  17, 
1950,  for  a  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  pursuant  to  section 

7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  authorizing  the 


construction  and  operation  of  certain 
natural  gas  transmission  facilities  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  notice  at  15  F.  R.  3508.  By 
the  amendment  it  seeks  authorization  to 
transport  natural  gas  through  existing 
facilities  in  New  Jersey  as  hereinafter 
described. 

Applicant  proposes  to  connect  its  pro¬ 
posed  new  line  with  an  existing  pipeline 
extending  from  a  point  near  Ocean  City 
southward  to  a  point  near  Townsend’s 
Inlet  and  to  another  existing  line  con¬ 
necting  the  following  towns  and  cities: 
Avalon,  Peermont,  Stone  Harbor,  Cape 
May  Courthouse,  Burleigh,  Wildw’ood, 
Wildwood  Crest,  Cape  May  City,  and 
others. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  the 
10th  day  of  July,  1950.  The  application, 
as  amended,  is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  for  public  inspection. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5628;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 

8:57  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-1412] 

Cities  of  Ripley,  Booneville,  and 
Baldwyn,  Miss. 

notice  or  application 

June  22,  1950. 

Take  notice  that  the  Cities  of  Ripley, 
Booneville,  and  Baldwyn,  Mississippi 
(Applicants),  filed  on  June  6,  1950,  a 
joint  application  for  an  order  pursuant 
to  section  7  (a)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
as  amended,  directing  Tennessee  Gas 
Transmission  Company  (Tennessee),  a 
Delaware  corporation,  address,  Houston, 
Texas,  to  establish  physical  connection 
of  its  transportation  facilities  with  the 
proposed  facilities  of  Applicants  and  to 
sell  to  Applicants  a  supply  of  natural  gas 
adequate  to  meet  their  requirements. 

Applicants  propose  the  construction 
of  approximately  16  miles  of  6-inch 
lateral  pipeline  from  Tennessee’s  trans¬ 
mission  pipeline  to  Ripley  and  5  miles 
of  2V2-inch  pipeline  to  Blue  Mountain,  to 
be  owned  and  operated  by  the  City  of 
Ripley  to  provide  natural  gas  service  to 
the  inhabitants  of  Ripley  and  Blue  Moun¬ 
tain,  Mississippi;  approximately  23  miles 
of  6-inch  pipeline  extending  from  Rip¬ 
ley  to  Booneville,  to  be  owned  and  oper¬ 
ated  by  the  City  of  Booneville  to  provide 
natural  gas  service  to  the  inhabitants  of 
Booneville,  Mississippi;  and  approxi¬ 
mately  11  miles  of  4-inch  pipeline  ex¬ 
tending  from  Booneville  to  Baldwyn  to 
be  owned  and  operated  by  the  City  of 
Baldwyn  to  provide  natural  gas  service 
to  customers  along  the  route  of  said  pipe¬ 
line  and  to  the  inhabitants  of  Baldwyn 
and  Wheeler,  Mississippi,  together  with 
regulator,  check  meter  and  town  border 
stations  required  to  provide  the  service 
proposed.  Applicants  estimate  that  the 
capacity  of  the  pipeline  to  the  City  of 
Booneville  will  be  342  Mcf  per  hour  and 
of  the  pipeline  to  Baldwyn  will  be  35 
Mcf  per  hour. 
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The  estimated  total  over-all  construc¬ 
tion  cost  of  the  proposed  facilities  is 
$1,283,150  which  will  be  paid  for  by  the 
issuance  of  revenue  bonds  by  each  of  the 
Applicants  covering  the  cost  of  its  pro¬ 
posed  facilities. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  be¬ 
fore  the  10th  day  of  July  1950.  The  ap¬ 
plication  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
for  public  inspection. 

Tseal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  50-5629;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 

8:57  a.  m.J 


[Docket  No.  G-1418) 
Montana-Dakota  Utilities  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATION 

June  22,  1950. 

Take  notice  that  Montana-Dakota 
Utilities  Co.  (Applicant),  a  Delaware 
corporation  with  its  principal  place  of 
business  at  Minneapolis,  Minnesota,  filed 
June  12,  1950,  an  application  for  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  authorizing  the  construction 
and  operation  of  the  natural  gas  facili¬ 
ties  described  as  follows : 

900  feet  of  6-inch  pipeline  extending  from 
Applicant’s  existing  gas  transmission  pipe¬ 
line  near  Hardin,  Montana,  to  connect  with 
the  gas  distribution  system  of  that  city. 

The  City  of  Hardin  is  presently  being 
served  natural  gas  from  local  wells. 
These  wells,  however,  are  rapidly  deplet¬ 
ing  and  the  Applicant  plans  to  supple¬ 
ment  the  supply  with  natural  gas 
produced  and  transported  from  the 
Worland,  Wyoming,  gas  fields.  The 
above  described  facilities  are  to  connect 
the  Applicant’s  transmission  system  with 
its  distribution  system  within  the  city. 

The  estimated  total  cost  of  facilities 
including  the  necessary  operating  ap¬ 
purtenances  is  $7,100  which  will  be 
financed  out  of  funds  on  hand. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10)  on  or 
before  the  10th  day  of  July  1950.  The 
application  is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  for  public  inspection. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5630;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 

8:57  a.  m.J 


[Docket  No.  G-1421] 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATION 

June  22,  1950. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  13,  1950, 
Cities  Service  Gas  Company  (Appli¬ 
cant),  a  Delaware  corporation  with  its 


principal  place  of  business  in  Oklahoma 
City,  Oklahoma,  filed  an  application  (1) 
for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  pursuant  to  section  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  as  amended,  au¬ 
thorizing  Applicant  to  construct  and 
operate  the  following  natural-gas  facili¬ 
ties: 

(A)  Three  additional  1,000  hp.  gas  engine 
compressor  units  at  Applicant’s  existing 
North  Welda  Station,  located  in  Section  34, 
Township  21  South,  Range  19  East,  Anderson 
County,  Kansas,  together  with  engine  water 
cooling  facilities,  gas  cooling  facilities,  and 
electric  generating  facilities  appurtenant  to 
the  entire  station. 

(B)  A  new  gas  compressor  station  con¬ 
sisting  of  three  230  hp.  gas  engine  compres¬ 
sor  units  and  appurtenant  facilities  in  the 
Northwest- Quarter  (NW'i)  of  the  Northwest 
Quarter  <NW(4)  of  Section  36,  Township  12 
South,  Range  23  East,  Johnson  County, 
Kansas. 

and  (2)  for  permission  and  approval 
pursuant  to  section  7  (b)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  to  abandon  and  remove  the 
facilities  comprising  Applicant’s  South 
Welda  Compressor  Station  located  in  the 
Northeast  Quarter  (NEty*)  of  Section  3, 
Township  22  South,  Range  19  East,  An¬ 
derson  County,  Kansas,  consisting  of 
three  230  hp.  compressor  units,  two  170 
hp.  compressor  units,  and  one  160  hp. 
compressor  unit,  together  with  appur¬ 
tenant  facilities. 

Applicant  states  the  facilities  in  para¬ 
graph  (A)  will  be  used  to  inject  gas  into 
and  to  withdraw  gas  from  Applicant’s 
existing  North  and  South  Welda  Storage 
Fields:  that  to  meet  peak-day  system 
requirements  it  is  contemplated  the 
amount  of  gas  which  may  be  withdrawn 
from  such  storage  fields  will  be  increased 
by  35,000  Mcf.  per  day.  Facilities  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  (B)  will  be  utilized 
to  withdraw  gas  from  Applicant’s  exist¬ 
ing  Craig  Storage  Field  in  Johnson 
County,  Kansas,  rendering  assistance  in 
withdrawing  gas  from  such  field  to  meet 
peak-day  emergencies. 

The  application  recites  that  by  in¬ 
creasing  the  capacity  of  the  North  Welda 
Station  and  by  abandoning  the  South 
Welda  Station  substantial  economies  and 
simplification  of  operations  w’ill  be  ef¬ 
fected;  the  estimated  savings  in  opera¬ 
tion  and  maintenance  being  estimated  as 
being  in  excess  of  $10,000  annually.  No 
service  heretofore  rendered  through  the 
facilities  to  be  abandoned  will  be  affected 
or  impaired. 

The.  estimated  total  over-all  capital 
cost  of  the  proposed  facilities  is  $885,000, 
funds  for  the  payment  of  which  will  be 
furnished  from  the  treasury  of  the  Ap¬ 
plicant.  Cost  of  retirement,  net  charge 
to  depreciation  reserve  and  credit  to  sal¬ 
vage  are  stated  to  be  $14,600,  $59,833  and 
$81,000,  respectively. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
the  10th  day  of  July  1950.  The  appli¬ 
cation  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  for 
public  inspection. 

r seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5631;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 

8:57  a.  m.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[4th  Sec.  Application  25198[ 

Bituminous  Coal  From  Kentucky  to 
White  Bridge,  Tenn. 

application  for  relief 

June  23,  1950. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  The  Nashville.  Chattanooga 
&  St.  Louis  Railway  for  itself  and  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad 
Company. 

Commodities  involved:  Bituminous 
coal,  carloads. 

From:  Mines  in  western  Kentucky. 

To:  White  Bridge,  Tenn. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Circuitous  routes. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commission 
in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days  from 
the  date  of  this  notice.  As  provided  by 
the  general  rules  of  practice  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  Rule  73,  persons  other  than 
applicants  should  fairly  disclose  their 
interest,  and  the  position  they  intend  to 
take  at  the  hearing  with  respect  to  the 
application.  Otherwise  the  Commission, 
in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to  investi¬ 
gate  and  determine  the  matters  involved 
in  such  application  without  further  or 
formal  hearing.  If  because  of  an  emer¬ 
gency  a  grant  of  temporary  relief  is 
found  to  be  necessary  before  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hearing, 
upon  a  request  filed  within  that  period, 
may  be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  W.  P.  Bartel, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5543;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


[4th  Sec.  Application  25197  [ 

Petroleum  Products  From  Jacksonville, 
Fla.,  to  Florida  and  Georgia 

application  for  relief 

June  23,  1950. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  application 
for  relief  from  the  long-and-short-haul 
provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  R.  E.  Boyle,  Jr.,  Agent,  for 
and  on  behalf  of  the  Atlantic  Coast  Line 
Railroad  Company  and  other  carriers 
named  in  the  application. 

Commodities  involved:  Gasoline,  kero¬ 
sene,  naphtha,  naphtha  distillate  and 
petroleum  distillate  fuel  oil,  tank  car¬ 
loads. 

From:  Jacksonville  and  South  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Fla. 

To:  Tifton,  Ga.,  Greenville,  Jasper, 
Madison  and  Perry,  Fla. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Circuitous  routes. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  C.  A.  Spaninger’s  tariff  I.  C.  C. 
No.  1065,  Supplement  159. 
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Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  general  rules  of  practice 
of  the  Commission,  Rule  73,  persons 
other  than  applicants  should  fairly  dis¬ 
close  their  interest,  and  the  position 
they  intend  to  take  at  the  hearing  with 
respect  to  the  application.  Otherwise 
the  Commission,  in  its  discretion,  may 
proceed  to  investigate  and  determine  the 
matters  involved  in  such  application 
without  further  or  formal  hearing.  If 
because  of  an  emergency  a  grant  of  tem¬ 
porary  relief  is  found  to  be  necessary 
before  the  expiration  of  the  15-day 
period,  a  hearing,  upon  a  request  filed 
within  that  period,  may  be  held  subse¬ 
quently. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  W.  P.  Bartel, 

Secretary. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  50-5544;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


[4th  Sec.  Application  25198] 

Fig  Iron  From  Texas  to  Grand  Haven, 
Mich. 

APPLICATION  FOR  RELIEF 

June  23,  1950. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  D.  Q.  Marsh,  Agent,  for  and 
on  behalf  of  carriers  parties  to  his  tariff 
I.  C.  C.  No.  3752. 

Commodities  involved:  Pig  iron,  car¬ 
loads. 

From:  Daingerfield  and  Lone  Star, 
Tex. 

To:  Grand  Haven,  Mich. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  with 
rail  carriers  and  circuitous  routes. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  D.  Q.  Marsh’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No. 
3752,  Supplement  450. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  general  rules  of  practice  of 
the  Commission,  Rule  73,  persons  other 
than  applicants  should  fairly  disclose 
their  interest,  and  the  position  they  in¬ 
tend  to  take  at  the  hearing  with  respect 
to  the  application.  Otherwise  the  Com¬ 
mission,  in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to 
investigate  and  determine  the  matters 
involved  in  such  application  without 
further  or  formal  hearing.  If  because  of 
an  emergency  a  grant  of  temporary  re¬ 
lief  is  found  to  be  necessary  before  the 
expiration  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hear¬ 
ing,  upon  a  request  filed  within  that 
period,  may  be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  W.  P.  Bartel, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50  5  545;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


[4th  Sec.  Application  25199] 

Formaldehyde  From  Texas  and  Okla¬ 
homa  TO  SCOTCHLITE  SIDING,  MlNN. 

APPLICATION  for  relief 

June  23,  1950. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above -entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  D.  Q.  Marsh,  Agent,  for  and 
on  behalf  of  carriers  parties  to  his  tariffs 
I.  C.  C.  Nos.  3708  and  3752. 

Commodities  involved :  Liquid  formal¬ 
dehyde,  tank  carloads. 

From:  Tallant,  Okla.,  Bishop  and 
Winnie,  Tex. 

To :  Scotchlite  Siding,  Minn. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  with 
rail  carriers  and  circuitous  routes. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  D.  Q.  Marsh’s  tariffs  I.  C.  C.  Nos. 
3708  and  3752,  Supplements  258  and  451, 
respectively. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  general  rules  of  practice  of 
the  Commission,  Rule  73,  persons  other 
than  applicants  should  fairly  disclose 
their  interest,  and  the  position  they  in¬ 
tend  to  take  at  the  hearing  with  respect 
to  the  application.  Otherwise  the  Com¬ 
mission,  in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to 
investigate  and  determine  the  matters 
involved  in  such  application  without 
further  or  formal  hearing.  If  because 
of  an  emergency  a  grant  of  temporary 
relief  is  found  to  be  necessary  before  the 
expiration  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hear¬ 
ing,  upon  a  request  filed  within  that 
period,  may  be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  W.  P.  Bartel, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5546;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


[4th  Sec.  Application  25200] 

Scrap  Aluminum  From  Texas  to  Official 
Territory 

application  for  relief 

June  23,  1950. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  D.  Q.  Marsh,  Agent,  for  and 
on  behalf  of  carriers  parties  to  his  tariff 
I.  C.  C.  No.  3752. 

Commodities  involved:  Scrap  alumi¬ 
num,  carloads. 

From:  Points  in  Texas. 

To:  Points  in  Michigan,  New  Jersey, 
Ohio,  and  Pennsylvania. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Circuitous  routes. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  D.  Q.  Marsh’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No. 
3752,  Supplement  449. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 


application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  provided 
by  the  general  rules  of  practice  of  the 
Commission,  Rule  73,  persons  other  than 
applicants  should  fairly  disclose  their 
interest,  and  the  position  they  intend  to 
take  at  the  hearing  with  respect  to  the 
application.  Otherwise  the  Commission, 
in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to  investi¬ 
gate  and  determine  the  matters  involved 
in  such  application  without  further  or 
formal  hearing.  If  because  of  an  emer¬ 
gency  a  grant  of  temporary  relief  is 
found  to  be  necessary  before  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hearing, 
upon  a  request  filed  within  that  period, 
may  be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  W.  P.  Bartel, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5547;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


[Rev.  SO.  562,  Rev.  King’s  I.  C.  C.  Order  26] 
Western  Pacific  Railroad  Co.  et  al. 

diversion  or  rerouting  of  traffic 

In  the  opinion  of  Homer  C.  King, 
Agent,  The  Western  Pacific  Railroad 
Company,  Chicago  Rock  Island  and  Pa¬ 
cific  Railroad  Company,  Chicago  Great 
Western  Railway  Company,  and  The 
Denver  and  Rio  Grande  Western  Rail¬ 
road  Company,  because  of  work  stoppage 
are  unable  to  transport  traffic  routed 
over  and  to  points  on  their  lines:  It  is 
ordered,  that: 

(a)  Rerouting  traffic.  The  Western 
Pacific  Railroad  Company,  Chicago  Rock 
Island  and  Pacific  Railroad  Company, 
Chicago  Great  Western  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  and  The  Denver  and  Rio  Grande 
Western  Railroad  Company  and  their 
connections,  are  authorized  and  directed 
to  reroute  or  divert  traffic  routed  over 
and  to  points  on  its  line,  over  any  avail¬ 
able  route  to  expedite  the  movement; 
the  billing  covering  all  such  cars  re¬ 
routed  shall  carry  a  reference  to  this 
order  as  authority  for  the  rerouting. 

(b)  Concurrence  of  receiving  roads  to 
be  obtained.  The  railroads  named  or 
their  connections,  desiring  to  divert  or 
reroute  traffic  over  the  line  or  lines  of 
another  carrier  under  this  order  shall 
confer  with  the  proper  transportation 
officer  of  the  railroad  or  railroads  to 
which  such  traffic  is  to  be  diverted  or 
rerouted,  and  shall  receive  the  concur¬ 
rence  of  such  other  railroads  before  the 
rerouting  or  diversion  is  ordered. 

(c)  Notification  to  shippers.  The  car¬ 
rier  rerouting  cars  in  accordance  with 
this  order  shall  notify  each  shipper  at  the 
time  each  car  is  rerouted  or  diverted  and 
shall  furnish  to  such  shipper  the  new 
routing  provided  under  this  order. 

(d)  Inasmuch  as  the  diversion  or  re¬ 
routing  of  traffic  by  said  Agent  is  deemed 
to  be  due  to  carrier’s  disability,  the  rates 
applicable  to  traffic  diverted  or  rerouted 
by  said  Agent  shall  be  the  rates  which 
were  applicable  at  the  time  of  shipment 
on  the  shipments  as  originally  routed. 

(e)  In  executing  the  directions  of  the 
Commission  and  of  such  Agent  provided 
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for  in  this  order,  the  common  carriers 
involved  shall  proceed  even  though  no 
contracts,  agreements,  or  arrangements 
now  exist  between  them  with  reference  to 
the  divisions  of  the  rates  of  transporta¬ 
tion  applicable  to  said  traffic;  divisions 
shall  be,  during  the  time  this  order  re¬ 
mains  in  force,  those  voluntarily  agreed 
upon  by  and  between  said  carriers;  or 
upon  failure  of  the  carriers  to  so  agree, 
said  divisions  shall  be  those  hereafter 
fixed  by  the  Commission  in  accordance 
with  pertinent  authority  conferred  upon 
it  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

(f)  Effective  date.  This  order  shall 
become  effective  at  9:00  a.  m.,  June  23, 
1950. 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.  m.,  July  31, 1950,  unless 
otherwise  modified,  changed,  suspended, 
or  annulled. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion,  as  agent  of  all  railroads  subscribing 
to  the  car  service  and  per  diem  agree¬ 
ment  under  the  terms  of  that  agreement 
and  by  filing  it  with  the  Director,  Division 
of  the  Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  June  23, 
1950. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

Homer  C.  King, 

Agent. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5518;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File  No.  7-1240] 

Motorola,  Inc. 

notice  of  application  for  unlisted  trad¬ 
ing,  PRIVILEGES,  AND  OF  OPPORTUNITY  FOR 
HEARING 

At  a  regular  session  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission,  held  at  its 
office  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C., 
on  the  22d  day  of  June  A.  D.  1950. 

The  Boston  Stock  Exchange,  pursuant 
to  section  12  (f)  (2)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule  X-12F-1 
thereunder,  has  made  application  for 
unlisted  trading  privileges  in  the  Com¬ 
mon  Stock,  $3  Par  Value,  of  Motorola, 
Inc.,  a  security  listed  and  registered  on 
the  New  York  Stock  Exchange.  Rule 
X-12F-1  provides  that  the  applicant 
shall  furnish  a  copy  of  the  application 
to  the  issuer  and  to  every  exchange  on 
which  the  security  is  listed  or  already 
admitted  to  unlisted  trading  privileges. 
The  application  is  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  principal 
office  in  Washington,  D.  C. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  upon  re¬ 
quest  of  any  interested  person  received 
prior  to  July  5,  1950,  the  Commission 
will  set  this  matter  down  for  hearing. 
In  addition,  any  interested  person  may 
submit  his  views  or  any  additional  facts 
bearing  on  this  application  by  means  of 
a  letter  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.  C.  If  no  one  requests  a 
hearing  on  this  matter,  this  application 
No.  124 - 4 


will  be  determined  by  order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  the  basis  of  the  facts  stated 
in  the  application,  and  other  information 
contained  in  the  official  file  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  pertaining  to  this  matter. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5529;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:46  a.  m.] 


(File  No.  70-2391] 

Potomac  Edison  Co.  et  al. 

ORDER  GRANTING  AND  PERMITTING  JOINT 
APPLICATION-DECLARATION  TO  BECOME 
EFFECTIVE 

At  a  regular  session  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  held  at  its 
office  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
the  22d  day  of  June  A.  D.  1950. 

In  the  matter  of  the  Potomac  Edison 
Company,  Northern  Virginia  Power  Com¬ 
pany,  Potomac  Light  and  Power  Com¬ 
pany,  and  South  Penn  Power  Company, 
File  No.  70-2391. 

The  Potomac  Edison  Company  (“Po¬ 
tomac  Edison”),  a  registered  holding 
company  and  a  public  utility  subsidiary 
of  a  registered  holding  company  (the 
West  Penn  Electric  Company),  and  its 
wholly-owned  public  utility  subsidiary 
companies.  Northern  Virginia  Power 
Company  (“Northern  Virginia’’),  Poto¬ 
mac  Light  and  Power  Company  (“Poto¬ 
mac  Light”),  and  South  Penn  Power 
Company  (“South  Penn”)  having  filed  a 
joint  application-declaration,  and  one 
amendment  thereto,  with  this  Commis¬ 
sion  pursuant  to  sections  6,  7,  9,  10,  and 
12  of  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company 
Act  of  1935  and  certain  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  promulgated  thereunder  with 
respect  to  the  following  transactions : 

The  issuance  and  sale  by  Northern  Vir¬ 
ginia  to  Potomac  Edison  of  10,500  shares 
of  Northern  Virginia’s  common  stock, 
par  value  $100  per  share,  for  a  total  cash 
consideration  of  $1,050,000;  the  issuance 
and  sale  by  Potomac  Light  to  Potomac 
Edison  of  4,000  shares  of  Potomac  Light’s 
common  stock,  par  value  $100  per  share, 
for  a  total  cash  consideration  of  $400,000 ; 
tire  issuance  and  sale  by  South  Penn  to 
Potomac  Edison  of  58,000  shares  of  South 
Penn’s  capital  stock,  without  par  or  nom¬ 
inal  value,  for  an  aggregate  consideration 
of  $290,000  ($5  per  share)  the  aggregate 
stated  value  thereof;  the  acquisition  by 
Potomac  Edison  of  the  above-described 
securities  through  the  use  of  its  treasury 
funds;  and  the  pledge  by  Potomac  Edi¬ 
son  of  these  capital  stocks  with  the 
trustee  under  the  indenture  securing 
Potomac  Edison’s  First  Mortgage  and 
Collateral  Trust  Bonds; 

It  being  represented  in  the  filing  that 
Northern  Virginia  and  Potomac  Light  are 
to  use  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  these 
securities  for  necessary  property  addi¬ 
tions  and  improvements  and  that  South 
Penn  will  use  the  proceeds  in  part  for 
necessary  property  additions  and  im¬ 
provements  and  in  part  to  discharge  an 
open  account  indebtedness  to  Potomac 
Edison  presently  in  the  amount  of 
$50,000; 


Notice  of  the  filing  of  this  joint  ap¬ 
plication-declaration  having  been  duly 
given  in  the  form  and  manner  prescribed 
by  Rule  U-23  promulgated  under  the  act 
and  the  Commission  not  having  received 
a  request  for  a  hearing  with  respect 
thereto  and  not  having  ordered  a  hear¬ 
ing  thereon; 

The  Commission  finding  with  respect 
to  this  filing  that  all  of  the  applicable 
statutory  standards  are  satisfied,  finding 
no  basis  for  making  any  adverse  findings 
wTith  respect  thereto,  and  deeming  it  ap¬ 
propriate  in  the  public  interest  and  in 
the  interests  of  investors  and  consumers 
that  this  joint  application-declaration  be 
granted  and  permitted  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  forthwith; 

It  is  hereby  ordered,  Pursuant  to  said 
Rule  U-23  and  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  act  that  this  joint  application- 
declaration  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is, 
granted  and  permitted  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  forthwith  subject  to  the  terms  and 
conditions  prescribed  in  Rule  U-24. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5528;  Filed.  June  27,  1950; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


.  [File  No.  70-2392] 

Philadelphia  Co. 

ORDER  GRANTING  AND  PERMITTING  APPLICA¬ 
TION-DECLARATION  TO  BECOME  EFFECTIVE 

At  a  regular  session  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission,  held  at  its 
office  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C., 
on  the  21st  day  of  June  1950. 

Philadelphia  Company  (“Philadel¬ 
phia”),  a  registered  holding  company 
and  a  subsidiary  of  Standard  Gas  and 
Electric  Company  (“Standard  Gas”)  and 
Standard  Power  and  Light  Corporation, 
both  registered  holding  companies,  hav¬ 
ing  filed  an  application-declaration,  and 
amendments  thereto,  pursuant  to  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1935  (“act”),  particularly  sections  9  (a), 
11  (b),  12  (c)  and  12  (d)  thereof  and 
Rules  U-42,  U-44,  and  U-50  thereunder, 
regarding  the  following  transactions : 

The  sale  by  Philadelphia,  pursuant  to 
the  competitive  bidding  requirements  of 
Rule  U-50,  of  $11,000,000  principal 
amount  of  Twenty- Year  3%%  Sinking 
Fund  Debentures  due  March  1,  1970,  of 
Equitable  Gas  Company,  a  former  sub¬ 
sidiary  of  Philadelphia,  and  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  proceeds  from  such  sale,  to 
the  extent  required,  together  with  such 
part  as  may  be  required  of  the  balance 
of  the  proceeds  realized  by  Philadelphia 
in  connection  with  the  previously  con¬ 
summated  sale  by  Philadelphia  of  all 
the  outstanding  Common  Stock  of  Equi¬ 
table  Gas  Company,  to  the  redemption 
and  retirement  of  the  presently  out¬ 
standing  100,000  shares  of  Philadelphia 
$6  Cumulative  Preference  Stock,  at  the 
redemption  price  of  $110  per  share  p  us 
an  amount  equal  to  all  dividends  accrued 
and  unpaid  thereon  at  the  redemption 
date;  and 

The  Commission  having,  by  order 
dated  June.l,  1948,  as  supplemented  by 
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NOTICES 


Its  order  dated  March  14,  1950,  in  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  section  11  (b)  of  the  act, 
directed,  among  other  things,  that  Phil¬ 
adelphia  dispose  of  its  interest,  direct  or 
indirect,  in  Equitable  Gas  Company  and 
that  Philadelphia  take  appropriate  steps 
to  liquidate  and  dissolve;  and 

A  public  hearing  having  been  held 
after  appropriate  notice,  and  the  Com¬ 
mission  having  examined  the  record  and 
having  made  and  filed  its  findings  and 
opinion  herein: 

It  is  ordered,  That  the  application- 
declaration,  as  amended  be,  and  the 
same  hereby  is,  granted  and  permitted 
to  become  effective  forthwith,  subject  to 
the  terms  and  conditions  prescribed  in 
Rule  U-24  and  to  the  following  addi¬ 
tional  terms  and  conditions : 

(1)  That  the  proposed  sale  of  $11,- 
000,000  principal  amount  of  the  afore¬ 
said  Debentures  shall  not  be 
consummated  until  the  results  of  com¬ 
petitive  bidding,  held  with  respect 
thereto,  have  been  made  a  matter  of 
record  in  this  proceeding  and  a  further 
order  shall  have  been  issued  by  this 
Commission  on  the  basis  of  the  record 
so  completed,  which  order  may  contain 
further  terms  and  conditions  as  may 
then  be  deemed  appropriate;  and 

(2)  That,  for  the  purposes  of  this  case, 
the  ten-day  solicitation  period  required 
by  Rule  U-50  be  shortened  to  a  period 
of  not  less  than  six  days. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  jurisdic¬ 
tion  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  reserved 
with  respect  to  the  following  matters: 

(1)  All  fees  and  expenses  proposed  to 
be  paid  in  connection  with  the  proposed 
transactions,  including  fees  and  ex¬ 
penses  to  be  paid  to  counsel  for  the 
successful  bidder;  and 

(2)  The  use  by  Philadelphia  of  any 
proceeds  from  the  sale  of  the  aforesaid 
Debentures  in  excess  of  the  amount  re¬ 
quired  for  the  redemption  and  retire¬ 
ment  of  Philadelphia’s  outstanding  $6 
Cumulative  Preferred  Stock. 

Applicant-declarant  having  requested 
the  Commission  to  enter  an  order  con¬ 
taining  approvals  and  recitals  in  ac- 
cordance  with  the  meaning  and 
requirements  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code,  as  amended,  including  section  1808 
(f)  and  Supplement  R  thereof,  and  it 
appearing  appropriate  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  that  such  an  order  be  entered: 

It  is  hereby  ordered  and  recited,  That 
the  sales,  transfers,  conveyances,  re¬ 
ceipts,  expenditures  and  investments 
hereinafter  described  and  recited  in  sub- 
paragraphs  I  and  n  below  which  are 
proposed  by  Philadelphia  in  the  appli¬ 
cation-declaration,  as  amended,  above 
mentioned  are  hereby  authorized  and 
approved,  are  necessary  and  appropriate 
to  effectuate  the  provisions  of  section 
11  (b)  of  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act  of  1935  and  the  orders  of  the 
Commission  previously  entered  there¬ 
under,  and,  as  to  the  application  and 
expenditure  of  a  part  of  the  balance  of 
the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  the  Com¬ 
mon  Stock  of  Equitable  Gas  Company 
or  an  amount  equal  thereto,  are  neces¬ 
sary  and  appropriate  to  the  integration 
and  simplification  of  the  holding  com¬ 
pany  system  of  which  Philadelphia  is  a 
member,  all  in  accordance  with  the 
meaning  and  requirements  of  Supple¬ 


ment  R  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code, 
as  amended,  and  section  1808  (f )  thereof, 
the  stock  and  securities  and  other  prop¬ 
erty  to  be  sold,  transferred,  conveyed, 
acquired  or  received  upon  such  trans¬ 
actions,  and  the  expenditures  and  in¬ 
vestments  to  be  made,  being  specified 
and  itemized  as  follows: 

I.  The  sale  by  Philadelphia  for  cash 
of  $11,000,000  principal  amount  of 
Twenty- Year  3%  percent  Sinking  Fund 
Debentures  due  March  1,  1970,  of  Equi¬ 
table  Gas  Company,  and  the  transfer 
and  delivery  by  Philadelphia  of  said 
Debentures  and  the  receipt  by  Philadel¬ 
phia  of  the  purchase  price  therefor. 

II.  The  application  and  expenditure 
by  Philadelphia  of  the  entire  proceeds 
derived  by  it  from  the  sale  specified  in 
subparagraph  I  above,  to  the  extent  re¬ 
quired,  together  with  such  part  as  may 
be  required  of  the  balance  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  from  the  sale  by  Philadelphia  of 
the  Common  Stock  of  Equitable  Gas 
Company  (pursuant  to  the  Commission’s 
order  dated  March  14,  1950)  in  excess  of 
the  amount  previously  c.  .pended  for  re¬ 
tirement  of  Philadelphia’s  bonds  and 
notes,  or  an  amount  equal  to  such  part 
of  such  balance,  in  and  for  the  prompt 
redemption,  retirement  and  cancellation, 
at  the  redemption  price  of  $110  per  share 
plus  an  amount  equal  to  accrued  and 
unpaid  dividends  to  the  date  of  redemp¬ 
tion,  of  the  entire  100,000  shares  of  $6 
Cumulative  Preference  Stock  of  Phila¬ 
delphia. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  60-5531;  Piled,  June  27,  1950; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


[File  No.  70-2395] 

Mississippi  Power  &  Light  Co. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  ORDER  RELEASING  JURISDIC¬ 
TION  OVER  FEES  AND  EXPENSES  AND 
GRANTING  AND  PERMITTING  APPLICATION- 
DECLARATION  TO  BECOME  EFFECTIVE 

At  a  regular  session  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  held  at  its 
office  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
the  21st  day  of  June  A.  D.  1950. 

Mississippi  Power  &  Light  Company 
(“Mississippi”),  a  utility  subsidiary  of 
Middle  South  Utilities,  Inc.  (“Middle 
South”),  a  registered  holding  company, 
having  filed  an  application- declaration 
and  amendments  thereto  pursuant  to 
the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act 
of  1935,  particularly  sections  6  (a),  7 
and  12  (c)  thereof  and  Rules  U-42  and 
U-50  of  the  rules  and  regulations  pro¬ 
mulgated  thereunder  with  respect  to  the 
issuance  and  sale  by  Mississippi  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  competitive  bidding  require¬ 
ments  of  Rule  U-50,  of  $7,500,000 
principal  amount  of  First  Mortgage 
Bonds  __  Percent  Series  due  1980,  and 

85,000  shares  of _ Percent  Preferred 

Stock,  of  the  par  value  of  $100  per  share; 
and 

The  Commission  by  order  dated  June 
12, 1950,  having  granted  said  application, 
and  permitted  said  declaration  to  be¬ 
come  effective,  subject  to  the  condition 


that  the  proposed  Issuance  and  sale  of 
bonds  and  preferred  stock  should  not  be 
consummated  until  the  results  of  com¬ 
petitive  bidding  pursuant  to  Rule  U-50 
should  have  been  made  a  matter  of  rec¬ 
ord  in  this  proceeding,  and  a  further 
order  entered  by  the  Commission  in  the 
light  of  the  record  as  so  completed,  and 
subject  to  a  reservation  of  jurisdiction 
with  respect  to  fees  and  expenses  to  be 
paid  in  connection  with  the  proposed 
transactions;  and 

A  further  amendment  to  the  said  ap¬ 
plication-declaration  having  been  filed 
on  June  21, 1950,  setting  forth  the  action 
taken  by  Mississippi  to  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  Rule  U-50,  and  stating 
that  pursuant  to  the  invitation  for  com¬ 
petitive  bids  the  following  bids  for  the 
said  bonds  and  preferred  stock  have  been 
received : 

Bonds 


Bidding  group 

Coupon 

rate 

(per¬ 

cent) 

Price  to 
company 
percent  of 
principal 
amount 

Cost  to 
com¬ 
pany 
(per¬ 
cent) 

Halsey,  Stuart  &  Co.,  Inc.. 
White,  Weld  &  Co _ _ 

2  H 
\  2h 
}  VA 

101.  524 

101.4010 

101.314 

2.7996 

2.8056 

2,8099 

Kidder,  Peabody  &  Co _ 

Equitable  Securities  Corp.. 
Shields  &  Co _ _ 

Merrill  Lynch,  Pierce,  Fen- 

m 

2Vs 

}  2'A 

101. 301 

2, 8105 

t'nion  Securities  Corp _ 

The  First  Boston  Corp _ 

101.  27099 

100.70990 

2,8116 

2,8397 

Preferred  Stock 


Bidding  group 

Divi¬ 

dend 

rate 

(per¬ 

cent) 

Price  to 
com¬ 
pany 

Annual 
cost  to 
com¬ 
pany 
(per¬ 
cent) 

Union  Securities  Corp _ 

Lehman  Bros _ 

4.80 

4.85 

]■  4.90 

$100. 10 
100.  651 

100.30 

4. 7952 
4.8234 

4.8853 

W.  C.  Langley  &  Co _  . 

The  First  Boston  Corp _ 

Blyth  &  Co _ _  _ _ 

Equitable  Securities  Corp.... 
Shields  &  Company _ _ 

4.90 

100. 19 

4.8907 

White,  Weld  &  "Co . . 

Kidder,  Peabody  &  Co. 

Said  amendment  to  the  application- 
declaration  also  setting  forth  that  with 
respect  to  the  bonds  Mississippi  has  ac¬ 
cepted  the  bid  of  the  group  headed  by 
Halsey,  Stuart  &  Co.,  Inc.,  as  shown 
above,  and  that  said  bonds  will  be  of¬ 
fered  for  sale  to  the  public  at  101.924 
percent  of  the  principal  amount  thereof 
plus  accrued  interest  from  June  1,  1950, 
to  the  date  of  delivery,  resulting  in  an 
underwriters’  spread  of  0.40  percent  of 
the  principal  amount  of  said  bonds ;  and 
Said  amendment  also  setting  forth 
that  Mississippi  has  rejected  all  the  bids 
for  the  preferred  stock  as  set  out  above, 
and  that  Halsey,  Stuart  &  Co.,  Inc.,  has 
waived  the  requirement  under  the 
“Statement  of  Terms  and  Conditions  Re¬ 
lating  to  Bids”  that  proposals  for  the 
bonds  and  preferred  stock  be  accepted 
simultaneously;  and 
Said  amendment  also  setting  forth  the 
fees  and  expenses  incurred  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  issuance  and  sale  of  said 
bonds,  which  fees  and  expenses  are  esti¬ 
mated  in  the  aggregate  amount  of 
$41,750  including  the  following  legal  fees 
and  expenses: 


Wednesday,  June  28,  1950 
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Reid  &  Priest  (New  York  counsel  for 

the  company) _ $5,000 

Green,  Green  and  Cheney  (local 

counsel  for  the  company) _  2,500 

Winthrop,  Stimson,  Putnam  &  Rob¬ 
erts  (counsel  for  the  Underwrit¬ 
ers — fee  to  be  paid  by  the  purchaser 
of  the  securities) _  3,  500 


The  Commission  having  examined 
said  amendment,  and  having  considered 
the  record  herein,  and  finding  no  reason 
for  the  imposition  of  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  the  results  of  com¬ 
petitive  bidding  for  the  bonds,  and  it 
also  appearing  to  the  Commission  that 
the  fees  and  expenses  relating  to  the 
issuance  and  sale  of  said  bonds,  are  not 
unreasonable,  it  appearing  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  appropriate  to  reserve  jurisdic¬ 
tion  to  entertain  further  proceedings 
with  respect  to  the  issuance  and  sale  of 
the  preferred  stock. 

It  is  ordered,  That  jurisdiction  here¬ 
tofore  reserved  with  respect  to  the  mat¬ 
ters  to  be  determined  as  the  result  of 
competitive  bidding  under  Rule  U-50, 
and  with  respect  to  the  fees  and  ex¬ 
penses  to  be  paid  in  connection  writh  the 
issuance  and  sale  of  said  bonds,  be, 
and  the  same  hereby  is,  released,  and 
that  said  application-declaration,  as 
amended,  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is, 
granted  and  permitted  to  become  effec¬ 
tive,  forthwith,  subject  to  the  terms  and 
conditions  contained  in  Rule  U-24,  and 
subject  to  the  further  condition  that 
the  preferred  stock  shall  not  be  sold  un¬ 
til  a  further  order  shall  have  been  en¬ 
tered  herein  in  the  light  of  appropriate 
further  proceedings. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5539;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


[File  No.  70-2397] 

Arkansas  Power  &  Light  Co. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  ORDER  RELEASING  JURISDIC¬ 
TION  OVER  FEES  AND  EXPENSES  AND 
GRANTING  AND  PERMITTING  APPLICATION- 
DECLARATION  TO  BECOME  EFFECTIVE 

At  a  regular  session  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  held  at  its 
office  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C. 
on  the  21st  day  of  June  A.  D.  1950. 

Arkansas  Power  &  Light  Company 
("Arkansas”),  a  utility  subsidiary  of 
Middle  South  Utilities,  Inc.  (“Middle 
South”),  a  registered  holding  company, 
having  filed  an  application-declaration 
and  amendments  thereto  pursuant  to 
the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act 
of  1935,  particularly  sections  6  (b)  and 
12  (c)  thereof,  and  Rules  U-42  and  U-50 
of  the  rules  and  regulations  promul¬ 
gated  thereunder,  with  respect  to  the 
issuance  and  sale  by  Arkansas,  pursuant 
to  the  competitive  bidding  requirements 
of  Rule  U-50,  of  $6,000,000  principal 
amount  of  First  Mortgage  Bonds  __  Per¬ 
cent  Series  due  1980,  and  155,000  shares 
of  __  Percent  Preferred  Stock  of  the  par 
value  of  $100  per  share;  and 
The  Commission  by  order  dated  June 
12,  1950,  having  granted  said  applica¬ 
tion,  and  permitted  said  declaration  to 


become  effective,  subject  to  the  condi¬ 
tion  that  the  proposed  issuance  and  sale 
of  bonds  and  preferred  stock  should  not 
be  consummated  until  the  results  of 
competitive  bidding  pursuant  to  Rule 
U-50  should  have  been  made  a  matter  of 
record  in  this  proceeding,  and  a  further 
order  entered  by  the  Commission  in  the 
light  of  the  record  as  so  completed,  and 
subject  to  a  reservation  of  jurisdiction 
ivith  respect  to  fees  and  expenses  to  be 
paid  in  connection  with  the  proposed 
transactions;  and 

A  further  amendment  to  the  said  ap¬ 
plication-declaration  having  been  filed 
on  June  21, 1950,  setting  forth  the  action 
taken  by  Arkansas  to  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  Rule  U-50,  and  stating 
that  pursuant  to  the  invitation  for  com¬ 
petitive  bids  the  following  bids  for  the 
said  bonds  and  preferred  stock  have 
been  received: 

Bonds 


Bidding  group 

Coupon 

rate 

(per¬ 

cent) 

Price  to 
company 
percent  of 
principal 
amount 

Cost  to 
com¬ 
pany 
(per¬ 
cent) 

Halsey,  Stuart*  Co.,  Inc.. . 
Lehman  Bros _ 

101.333 

2.8090 

Stone  &  Webster  Securities 

Corp . . . 

Equitable  Securities  Corp _ 

Central  Republic  Co . 

J  2% 

101.209 

2.8151 

}  2% 

101.199 

2. 8155 

Union  Securities  Corp _ 

2% 

101.019 

2.  8244 

The  First  Boston  Corp _ 

2VS 

100.  70999 

2.  8397 

White,  Weld  &  Co . . 

2H 

100.  639 

2.8432 

Preferred  Stock 


Bidding  group 

Divi¬ 

dend 

rate 

(per¬ 

cent) 

Price  to 
com¬ 
pany 

Annual 
cost  to 
com¬ 
pany 
(per¬ 
cent) 

1 

Equitable  Securities  Corp . 

i)  4.95 

$100.  003 

4.  9499 

White,  Weld  &  Co - - 

F 

Said  amendment  to  the  application- 
declaration  also  setting  forth  that  with 
respect  to  the  bonds  Arkansas  has  ac¬ 
cepted  the  bid  of  the  group  headed  by 
Halsey,  Stuart  &  Co.,  Inc.,  as  shown 
above,  and  that  said  bonds  will  be  re¬ 
offered  for  sale  to  the  public  at  101.75% 
of  the  principal  amount  thereof  plus  ac¬ 
crued  interest  from  June  1,  1950,  to  the 
date  of  delivery,  resulting  in  an  under¬ 
writers’  spread  of  0.417%  of  the  princi¬ 
pal  amount  of  said  bonds;  and 
Said  amendment  also  setting  forth 
that  Arkansas  has  rejected  the  bid  for 
the  preferred  stock  set  forth  above,  and 
that  Halsey,  Stuart  &  Co.,  Inc.,  has 
waived  the  requirement  under  the 
"Statement  of  Terms  and  Conditions 
Relating  to  Bids”  that  proposals  for  the 
bonds  and  preferred  stock  be  accepted 
simultaneously;  and 
Said  amendment  also  setting  forth 
the  fees  and  expenses  relating  to  the  is¬ 
suance  and  sale  of  said  bonds,  which 
fees  and  expenses  are  estimated  in  the 
aggregate  amount  of  $65,000,  including 
the  following  legal  fees  and  expenses: 


Reid  &  Priest  (New  York  counsel  for 

the  company) _ $3,750 

House,  Moses  &  Holmes  (local  counsel 

for  the  company) _ _ _ _  2,100 

White  &  Case  (counsel  for  the  Un¬ 
derwriters — fee  to  be  paid  by  the 
purchaser  of  the  securities) _ ... _ 3,000 


The  Commission  having  examined  said 
amendment,  and  having  considered  the 
record  herein,  and  finding  no  reason  for 
the  imposition  of  terms  and  conditions 
with  respect  to  the  results  of  competitive 
bidding  for  the  bonds,  and  it  also  appear¬ 
ing  to  the  Commission  that  the  fees  and* 
expenses  relating  to  the  issue  and  sale 
of  said  bonds  as  estimated,  are  not  un¬ 
reasonable,  it  appearing  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  appropriate  to  reserve  jurisdic¬ 
tion  to  entertain  further  proceedings 
with  respect  to  the  issuance  and  sale  of 
the  preferred  stock: 

It  is  ordered,  That  jurisdiction  here¬ 
tofore  reserved  with  respect  to  the  mat¬ 
ters  to  be  determined  as  the  result  of 
competitive  bidding  under  Rule  U-50, 
and  with  respect  to  the  fees  and  expenses 
in  connection  with  the  issuance  and  sale 
of  said  bonds  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is, 
released,  and  that  said  application-decla¬ 
ration,  as  amended,  be,  and  the  same 
hereby  is,  granted  and  permitted  to  be¬ 
come  effective,  forthwith,  subject  to  the 
terms  and  conditions  contained  in  Rule 
U-24,  and  subject  to  the  further  condi¬ 
tion  that  the  preferred  stock  shall  not 
be  sold  until  a  further  order  shall  have 
been  entered  herein  in  the  light  of  ap¬ 
propriate  further  proceedings. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5538;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


[File  No.  812-659] 

Equity  Corp.  et  al. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATION 

At  a  regular  session  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission,  held  at  its 
office  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C., 
on  the  21st  day  of  June  A.  D.  1950. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Equity 
Corporation  (Equity),  103  Park  Avenue, 
New  York,  New  York,  on  behalf  of  itself 
and  all  corporations  affiliated  with  it  at 
present  or  in  the  future  (hereinafter  re¬ 
ferred  to  collectively  as  the  Equity 
Group),  has  filed  an  amended  appli¬ 
cation  pursuant  to  section  6  (c)  of  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940  re¬ 
questing  an  order  exempting  from  the 
provisions  of  section  17  (a)  of  the  act, 
the  direct  offering  and  performance  of 
any  and  all  contracts  of  insurance  be¬ 
tween  any  present  or  future  member  of 
the  Equity  Group  which  is  an  insurance 
company  and  any  other  present  or  future 
member  of  the  Equity  Group. 

The  Equity  Corporation,  American 
General  Corporation,  and  First  York 
Corporation  are  closed-end,  non-diversi- 
fied  management  investment  companies 
registered  under  the  act.  The  Equity 
Corporation  owns  76.07  percent  of  the 
voting  securities  of  American  General 
Corporation  which,  in  turn,  owns  81.98 
percent  of  the  voting  securities  of  First 
York  Corporation  and  61.35  percent  of 
the  voting  securities  of  the  Morris  Plan 
Corporation.  At  the  present  time  the 
insurance  companies  in  the  Equity 
Group  include  Industrial  Insurance 
Company,  Bankers  Security  Life  Insur¬ 
ance  Society,  Hawkeye  Casualty  Com-* 
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NOTICES 


pany,  Security  Fire  Insurance  Company, 
Erie  Insurance  Company  and  Northeast¬ 
ern  Insurance  Company  of  Hartford. 
The  order  requested  by  the  application 
would  permit  any  of  the  aforementioned 
Insurance  companies  or  any  insurance 
company  which  might  in  the  future  be¬ 
come  affiliated  with  Equity  to  offer  and 
sell  insurance  to  any  present  or  future 
member  of  the  Equity  Group.  Any  such 
transaction  is  made  unlawful  by  section 
17  (a)  of  the  act  unless  an  exemption 
therefrom  is  granted  by  the  Commission. 

The  applicant  undertakes  with  respect 
to  such  proposed  transactions  that 

(1)  No  brokerage  fees  will  be  paid  by 
any  insurance  company  in  the  Equity 
Gror  p,  to  any  affiliated  person  or  to  any 
affiliated  person  of  an  affiliated  person 
in  the  Equity  Group,  in  connection  with 
the  solicitation  or  placement  of  insur¬ 
ance  coverage  involving  property  or  in¬ 
terests  of  a  member  of  the  Equity  Group ; 

(2)  No  insurance  company  in  the 
Equity  Group  will  retain  at  any  time  a 
premium  volume,  in  connection  with 
coverage  of  property  or  interests  within 
the  Equity  Group,  in  excess  of  1%  of 
the  total  volume  of  premiums  in  force 
of  such  insurance  company,  after  giving 
effect  to  reinsurance  arrangements;  and 

(3)  All  members  of  the  Equity  Group 
will  use  their  best  efforts  and  take  all 
usual  and  customary  steps,  before  plac¬ 
ing  or  writing  insurance  with  or  for 
affiliated  companies,  to  determine  the 
most  advantageous  contracts  offered  by 
comparable  nonaffiliated  companies,  and 
will  not  in  any  case  willfully  or  know¬ 
ingly  place  or  write  insurance  with  or  for 
affiliated  companies  at  rates  or  upon 
terms  which  are  less  favorable  than  can 
be  obtained  from  comparable  nonafflli- 
ated  insurance  companies. 

For  a  more  detailed  statement  of  the 
matters  of  fact  and  law  asserted,  all  per¬ 
sons  are  referred  to  said  application 
which  is  on  file  in  the  offices  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  Washington,  D.  C. 

Notice  is,  further  given  that  an  order 
granting  the  application,  in  whole  or  in 
part  and  upon  such  conditions  as  the 
Commission  may  deem  necessary  or  ap¬ 
propriate,  may  be  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  at  any  time  after  July  7,  1950, 
unless  prior  thereto  a  hearing  upon  the 
application  is  ordered  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  as  provided  in  Rule  N-5  of  the  rules 
and  regulations  promulgated  under  the 
act.  Any  interested  person  may,  not 
later  than  July  5,  1950,  at  5:30  p.  m„ 
e.  d.  s.  t.,  submit  to  the  Commission  in 
writing  his  views  or  any  additional  facts 
bearing  upon  this  application  or  the  de¬ 
sirability  of  a  hearing  thereon,  or  request 
the  Commission  in  writing  that  a  hearing 
be  held  thereon.  Any  such  communica¬ 
tion  or  request  should  be  addressed: 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  425  Second  Street  NW„ 
Washington  25,  D.  C.,  and  should  state 
briefly  the  nature  of  the  interest  of  the 
person  submitting  such  information  or 
requesting  a  hearing,  the  reasons  for 
such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or 
law  raised  by  the  application  which  he 
desires  to  controvert. 


By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  60-5630;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:46  a.  m.J 


Sidney  Ascher 

ORDER  FOR  PROCEEDINGS  AND  NOTICE  OF 
HEARING 

At  a  regular  session  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  held  at  its 
office  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
the  21st  day  of  June  1950. 

In  the  matter  of  Sidney  Ascher,  302 
East  38th  Street,  New  York  City,  New 
York. 

I.  The  Commission’s  public  official  files 
disclose  that  Sidney  Ascher,  hereinafter 
referred  to  as  registrant,  is  registered  as  a 
broker-dealer  pursuant  to  section  15  (b) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

II.  The  Records  Officer  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  filed  with  the  Commission  a 
statement,  a  copy  of  which  is  attached 
hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof,1  stating 
that  registrant  did  not  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  reports  of  his  financial  condi¬ 
tion  during  the  calendar  years  1943, 1944, 
1945,  1946,  1947,  1948  or  1949  as  required 
by  section  17  (a)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934  and  Rule  X-17A-5 
adopted  thereunder. 

III.  The  information  reported  to  the 
Commission  by  its  Records  Officer  as  set 
forth  in  pargaraph  II  hereof  tends,  if 
true,  to  show  that  registrant  violated  sec¬ 
tion  17  (a)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  and  Rule  X-17A-5  adopted 
under  said  section. 

IV.  The  Commission,  having  consid¬ 
ered  the  aforesaid  information,  deems 
it  necessary  and  appropriate  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  for  the  protection  of  in¬ 
vestors  that  proceedings  be  instituted  to 
determine : 

(a)  Whether  the  statements  set  forth 
in  paragraph  II  hereof  are  true; 

(b)  Whether  registrant  has  wilfully 
violated  section  17  (a)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule  X-17A-5 
adopted  under  said  section; 

(c)  Whether,  pursuant  to  section 
15  (b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934,  it  is  in  the  public  interest  to 
revoke  registration  of  registrant ;  and 

(d)  Whether,  pursuant  to  section 
15  (b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934,  pending  final  determination,  it 
is  necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  or  for  the  protection  of 
investors  to  suspend  the  registration  of 
registrant. 

V.  It  is  ordered,  That  registrant  be 
given  an  opportunity  for  hearing  as  set 
forth  in  paragraph  IV  hereof  on  the  17th 
day  of  July  1950  at  the  main  office  of 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion,  located  at  425  Second  Street  NW., 
Washington  25,  D.  C.,  before  a  Hearing 
Examiner  to  be  designated  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  On  such  date  the  Hearing 
Room  Clerk  in  Room  101,  North  Build- 


*  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 


lng,  will  advise  the  parties  and  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Examiner  as  to  the  room  in  which 
such  hearing  will  be  held.  The  Com¬ 
mission  will  consider  any  motion  with 
respect  to  a  change  of  place  of  said  hear¬ 
ing  if  said  motion  is  filed  with  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Commission  on  or  before 
July  10,  1950.  Upon  completion  of  any 
such  hearing  in  this  matter  the  Hearing 
Examiner  shall  prepare  a  recommended 
decision  pursuant  to  Rule  IX  of  the  rules 
of  practice  unless  such  decision  is 
waived. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  in  the  event 
registrant  does  not  appear  personally  or 
through  a  representative  at  the  time  and 
place  herein  set  or  as  otherwise  ordered, 
the  Hearing  Room  Clerk  shall  file  with 
the  Records  Officer  of  the  Commission  a 
written  statement  to  that  effect  and 
thereupon  the  Commission  will  take  the 
record  under  advisement  for  decision. 

This  order  and  notice  shall  be  served 
on  registrant  personally  or  by  registered 
mail  forthwith,  and  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  not  later  than  fifteen  (15) 
days  prior  to  July  17,  1950. 

In  the  absence  of  an  appropriate 
waiver,  no  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Commission  engaged  in  the  performance 
of  investigative  or  prosecuting  functions 
in  this  or  any  factually  related  proceed¬ 
ing  will  be  permitted  to  participate  or 
advise  in  the  decision  upon  the  matter 
except  as  witness  or  counsel  in  proceed¬ 
ings  held  pursuant  to  notice.  Since  this 
proceeding  is  not  “rule  making”  within 
the  meaning  of  section  4  (c)  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act,  it  is  not 
deemed  to  be  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  the  section  delaying  the  effective  date 
of  any  final  Commission  action. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5537;  Filed,  June  27,  1950| 
8:48  a.  m.] 


David  Brody 

ORDER  FOR  PROCEEDINGS  AND  NOTICE  OF 
HEARING 

At  a  regular  session  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  held  at  its 
office  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C., 
on  the  21st  day  of  June  1950. 

In  the  matter  of  David  Brody,  Room 
809-810,  26  Beaver  Street,  New  York  City, 
New  York. 

I.  The  Commission’s  Public  official 
files  disclose  that  David  Brody,  herein¬ 
after  referred  to  as  registrant,  is  regis¬ 
tered  as  a  broker-dealer  pursuant  to 
section  15  (b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934. 

n.  The  Records  Officer  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  filed  with  the  Commission 
a  statement,  a  copy  of  which  is  attached 
hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof,1  stating 
that  registrant  did  not  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  reports  of  his  financial  condi¬ 
tion  during  the  calendar  years  1943, 1944, 
1945,  1946,  1947,  1948  or  1949  as  re¬ 
quired  by  section  17  (a)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule  X-17A-5 
adopted  thereunder. 


Wednesday ,  June  28,  1950 

III.  The  information  reported  to  the 
Commission  by  its  Records  Officer  as  set 
forth  in  paragraph  II  hereof  tends,  if 
true,  to  show  that  registrant  violated 
section  17  (a)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  and  Rule  X-17A-5  adopted 
under  said  section. 

IV.  The  Commission,  having  consid¬ 
ered  the  aforesaid  information,  deems 
it  necessary  and  appropriate  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  for  the  protection  of  in¬ 
vestors  that  proceedings  be  instituted  to 
determine : 

(a)  Whether  the  statements  set  forth 
in  Paragraph  II  hereof  are  true; 

(b)  Whether  registrant  has  wilfully 
violated  section  17  (a)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule  X-17A-5 
adopted  under  said  section; 

(c)  Whether,  pursuant  to  section  15 

(b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  it  is  in  the  public  interest  to  revoke 
registration  of  registrant ;  and 

(d)  Whether,  pursuant  to  section  15 
(b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  pending  final  determination,  it  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  or  for  the  protection  of  investors 
to  suspend  the  registration  of  registrant. 

V.  It  is  ordered,  That  registrant  be 
given  an  opportunity  for  hearing  as  set 
forth  in  paragraph  IV  hereof  on  the  17th 
day  of  July  1950  at  the  main  office  of  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
located  at  425  Second  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.  C.,  before  a  Hearing  Exam¬ 
iner  to  be  designated  by  the  Commission. 
On  such  date  the  Hearing  Room  Clerk 
in  Room  101,  North  Building,  will  advise 
the  parties  and  the  Hearing  Examiner  as 
to  the  room  in  which  such  hearing  will 
be  held.  The  Commission  will  consider 
any  motion  with  respect  to  a  change  of 
place  of  said  hearing  if  said  motion  is 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  or  before  July  10,  1950.  Upon 
completion  of  any  such  hearing  in  this 
matter  the  Hearing  Examiner  shall  pre¬ 
pare  a  recommended  decision  pursuant 
to  Rule  IX  of  the  rules  of  practice  unless 
such  decision  is  waived. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  in  the  event 
registrant  does  not  appear  personally  or 
thx*ough  a  representative  at  the  time  and 
place  herein  set  or  as  otherwise  ordered, 
the  Hearing  Room  Clerk  shall  file  with 
the  Records  Officer  of  the  Commission  a 
written  statement  to  that  effect  and 
thereupon  the  Commission  will  take  the 
record  under  advisement  for  decision. 

This  order  and  notice  shall  be  served 
on  registrant  personally  or  by  registered 
mail  forthwith,  and  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  not  later  than  fifteen 
(15)  days  prior  to  July  17,  1950. 

In  the  absence  of  an  appropriate 
waiver,  no  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Commission  engaged  in  the  performance 
of  investigative  or  prosecuting  functions 
in  this  or  any  factually  related  proceed¬ 
ing  will  be  permitted  to  participate  or 
advise  in  the  decision  upon  the  matter 
except  as  witness  or  counsel  in  proceed¬ 
ings  held  pursuant  to  notice.  Since  this 
proceeding  is  not  “rule  making”  within 
the  meaning  of  section  4  (c)  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act,  it  is  not 
deemed  to  be  subject  to  the  provisions 
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of  the  section  delaying  the  effective  date 
of  any  final  Commission  action. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DtjBois, 

‘  Secretary. 

{F.  R.  Doc.  50-5536;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 
8:48  a.  m.] 


Bryson  &  Co. 

order  for  proceedings  and  notice  of 

-  HEARING 

At  a  regular  session  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  held  at  its 
office  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C., 
on  the  21st  day  of  June  1950. 

In  the  matter  of  William  Bryson, 
d/b/a  Bryson  &  Company,  Suite  518,  2 
Rector  Street,  New  York  City,  New  York. 

I.  The  Commission’s  public  official  files 
disclose  that  William  Bryson,  d/b/a  Bry¬ 
son  &  Company,  hereinafter  referred  to 
as  registrant,  is  registered  as  a  broker- 
dealer  pursuant  to  section  15  (b)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

II.  The  Records  Officer  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  filed  with  the  Commission 
a  statement,  a  copy  of  w7hich  is  attached 
hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof,1  stating 
that  registrant  did  not  file  with  the 
Commission  reports  of  his  financial  con¬ 
dition  during  the  calendar  years  1943, 
1944,  1945,  1946,  1947,  1948  or  1949  as 
required  by  section  17  (a)  of  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule 
X-17A-5  adopted  thereunder. 

III.  The  information  reported  to  the 
Commission  by  its  Records  Officer  as  set 
forth  in  paragraph  II  hereof  tends,  if 
true,  to  show  that  registrant  violated 
section  17  (a)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  and  Rule  X-17A-5  adopted 
under  said  section. 

IV.  The  Commission,  having  consid¬ 
ered  the  aforesaid  information,  deems 
it  necessary  and  appropriate  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  for  the  protection  of 
investors  that  proceedings  be  instituted 
to  determine: 

(a)  Whether  the  statements  set  forth 
in  paragraph  II  hereof  are  true; 

(b)  Whether  registrant  has  wilfully 
violated  section  17  (a)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule  X-17A-5 
adopted  under  said  section; 

(c)  Whether,  pursuant  to  section  15 
(b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  it  is  in  the  public  interest  to  revoke 
registration  of  registrant;  and 

(d)  Whether,  pursuant  to  section  15 
(b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Adt  of 
1934,  pending  final  determination,  it  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  or  for  the  protection  of  investors 
to  suspend  the  registration  of  registrant. 

V.  It  is  ordered.  That  registrant  be 
given  an  opportunity  for  hearing  as  set 
forth  in  paragraph  IV  hereof  on  the 
17th  day  of  July  1950,  at  the  main  office 
of  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion,  located  at  425  Second  Street  NW., 
Washington  25,  D.  C.,  before  a  Hearing 
Examiner  to  be  designated  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  On  such  date  the  Hearing 


1  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 


Room  Clerk  in  Room  101,  North  Build¬ 
ing,  will  advise  the  parties  and  the 
Hearing  Examiner  as  to  the  room  in 
which  such  hearing  will  be  held.  The 
Commission  will  consider  any  motion 
with  respect  to  a  change  of  place  of  said 
hearing  if  said  motion  is  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  on  or  before 
July  10,  1950.  Upon  completion  of  any 
such  hearing  in  this  matter  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Examiner  shall  prepare  a  recom¬ 
mended  decision  pursuant  to  Rule  IX  of 
the  rules  of  practice  unless  such  deci¬ 
sion  is  waived. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  in  the 
event  registrant  does  not  appear  person¬ 
ally  or  through  a  representative  at  the 
time  and  place  herein  set  or  as  otherwise 
ordered,  the  Hearing  Room  Clerk  shall 
file  with  the  Records  Officer  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  a  written  statement  to  that  effect 
and  thereupon  the  Commission  will  take 
the  record  under  advisement  for  decision. 

This  order  and  notice  shall  be  served 
on  registrant  personally  or  by  registered 
mail  forthwith,  and  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  not  later  than  fifteen 
(15)  days  prior  to  July  17,  1950. 

In  the  absence  of  an  appropriate 
waiver,  no  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Commission  engaged  in  the  performance 
of  investigative  or  prosecuting  functions 
in  this  or  any  factually  related  proceed¬ 
ing  will  be  permitted  to  participate  or 
advise  in  the  decision  upon  the  matter 
except  as  witness  or  counsel  in  proceed¬ 
ings  held  pursuant  to  notice.  Since  this 
proceeding  is  not  “rule  making”  within 
the  meaning  of  section  4  (c)  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act,  it  is  not 
deemed  to  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
the  section  delaying  the  effective  date 
of  any  final  Commission  action. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5535:  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


Laurence  Steele  Costelle 

order  for  proceedings  and  notice  of 

HEARING 

At  a  regular  session  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  held  at  its 
office  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C., 
on  the  21st  day  of  June  1950. 

In  the  matter  of  Laurence  Steele  Cos¬ 
telle,  44  Wall  Street,  New  York  City,  New 
York. 

I.  The  Commission’s  public  official 
files  disclose  that  Laurence  Steele  Cos¬ 
telle,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  regis¬ 
trant,  is  registered  as  a  broker-dealer 
pursuant  to  section  15  (b)  of  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

II.  The  Records  Officer  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  filed  urith  the  Commission  a 
statement,  a  copy  of  which  is  attached 
hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof,1  stating 
that  registrant  did  not  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  reports  of  his  financial  condition 
during  the  calendar  years  1943,  1944, 
1945,  1946, 1947,  1948,  or  1949  as  required 
by  section  17  (a)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934  and  Rule  X-17A-5 
adopted  thereunder. 
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NOTICES 


III.  The  information  reported  to  the 
Commission  by  its  Records  Officer  as  set 
forth  in  paragraph  II  hereof  tends,  if 
true,  to  show  that  registrant  violated 
section  17  (a)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  and  Rule  X-17A-5  adopted 
under  said  section. 

IV.  The  Commission,  having  consid¬ 
ered  the  aforesaid  information,  deems 
it  necessary  and  appropriate  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  for  the  protection  of 
investors  that  proceedings  be  instituted 
to  determine: 

(a)  Whether  the  statements  set  forth 
in  paragraph  II  hereof  are  true; 

(b)  Whether  registrant  has  wilfully 
violated  section  17  (a)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule  X-17A-5 
adopted  under  said  section; 

<c)  Whether,  pursuant  to  section  15 
(b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  it  is  in  the  public  interest  to  revoke 
registration  of  registrant;  and 

(d)  Whether,  pursuant  to  section  15 
(b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  pending  final  determination,  it  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  or  for  the  protection  of  in¬ 
vestors  to  suspend  the  registration  of 
registrant. 

V.  It  is  ordered.  That  registrant  be 
given  an  opportunity  for  hearing  as  set 
forth  in  paragraph  IV  hereof  on  the  17th 
day  of  July  1950  at  the  main  office  of 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion,  located  at  425  Second  Street  NW., 
Washington  25,  D.  C.,  before  a  Hearing 
Examiner  to  be  designated  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  On  such  date  the  Hearing 
Room  Clerk  in  Room  101,  North  Build¬ 
ing,  will  advise  the  parties  and  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Examiner  as  to  the  room  in  which 
such  hearing  will  be  held.  The  Com¬ 
mission  will  consider  any  motion  with 
respect  to  a  change  of  place  of  said 
hearing  if  said  motion  is  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  on  or  be¬ 
fore  July  10,  1950.  Upon  completion  of 
any  such  hearing  in  this  matter  the 
Hearing  Examiner  shall  prepare  a  rec¬ 
ommended  decision  pursuant  to  Rule  IX 
of  the  rules  of  practice  unless  such 
decision  is  waived. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  in  the  event 
registrant  does  not  appear  personally  or 
through  a  representative  at  the  time  and 
place  herein  set  or  as  otherwise  ordered, 
the  Hearing  Room  Clerk  shall  file  with 
the  Records  Officer  of  the  Commission  a 
written  statement  to  that  effect  and 
thereupon  the  Commission  will  take  the 
record  under  advisement  for  decision. 

This  order  and  notice  shall  be  served 
on  registrant  personally  or  by  registered 
mail  forthwith,  and  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  not  later  than  fifteen 
(15)  days  prior  to  July  17,  1950. 

In  the  absence  of  an  appropriate 
waiver,  no  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Commission  engaged  in  the  performance 
of  investigative  or  prosecuting  functions 
in  this  or  any  factually  related  proceed¬ 
ing  will  be  permitted  to  participate  or 
advise  in  the  decision  upon  the  matter 
except  as  witness  or  counsel  in  proceed¬ 
ings  held  pursuant  to  notice.  Since  this 
proceeding  is  not  “rule  making”  within 
the  meaning  of  section  4  (c)  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act,  it  is  not 
deemed  to  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of 


the  section  delaying  the  effective  date  of 
any  final  Commission  action. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5534;  Filed,  June  27.  1950; 
8:47  a.  m.J 


W.  C.  Crider 

ORDER  FOR  PROCEEDINGS  AND  NOTICE  OF 
HEARING 

At  a  regular  session  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  held  at  its 
office  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C., 
on  the  21st  day  of  June  1950. 

In  the  matter  of  W.  C.  Crider,  68  State 
Street,  Albany,  New  York. 

I.  The  Commission’s  public  official 
files  disclose  that  W.  C.  Crider,  herein¬ 
after  referred  to  as  registrant,  is  reg¬ 
istered  as  a  broker-dealer  pursuant  to 
section  15  (b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934. 

II.  The  Records  Officer  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  filed  with  the  Commission  a 
statement,  a  copy  of  which  is  attached 
hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof,1  stating 
that  registrant  did  not  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  reports  of  his  financial  condition 
during  the  calendar  years  1943,  1944, 
1945,  1946,  1947,  1948  or  1949  as  required 
by  section  17  (a)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934  and  Rule  X-17A-5 
adopted  thereunder. 

III.  The  information  reported  to  the 
Commission  by  its  Records  Officer  as  set 
forth  in  paragraph  II  hereof  tends,  if 
true,  to  show  that  registrant  violated 
section  17  (a)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  and  Rule  X-17A-5  adopted 
under  said  section. 

IV.  The  Commission,  having  consid¬ 
ered  the  aforesaid  information,  deems  it 
necessary  and  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  and  for  the  protection  of  in¬ 
vestors  that  proceedings  be  instituted  to 
determine : 

(a)  Whether  the  statements  set  forth 
in  paragraph  II  hereof  are  true; 

<b)  Whether  registrant  has  wilfully 
violated  section  17  (a)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule  X-17A-5 
adopted  under  said  section; 

(c)  Whether,  pursuant  to  section  15 
(b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  it  is  in  the  public  interest  to  re¬ 
voke  registration  of  registrant;  and 

(d)  Whether,  pursuant  to  section  15 
(b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  pending  final  determination,  it  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  or  for  the  protection  of  in¬ 
vestors  to  suspend  the  registration  of 
registrant. 

V.  It  is  ordered,  That  registrant  be 
given  an  opportunity  for  hearing  as  set 
forth  in  paragraph  IV  hereof  on  the  17th 
day  of  July  1950  at  the  main  office  of  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
located  at  425  Second  Street  NW., 
Washington  25,  D.  C.,  before  a  Hearing 
Examiner  to  be  designated  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  On  such  date  the  Hearing 
Room  Clerk  in  Room  101,  North  Build- 


1  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 


ing,  will  advise  the  parties  and  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Examiner  as  to  the  room  in  which 
such  hearing  will  be  held.  The  Com¬ 
mission  will  consider  any  motion  with 
respect  to  a  change  of  place  of  said  hear¬ 
ing  if  said  motion  is  filed  with  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Commission  on  or  before 
July  10,  1950.  Upon  completion  of  any 
such  hearing  in  this  matter  the  Hearing 
Examiner  shall  prepare  a  recommended 
decision  pursuant  to  Rule  IX  of  the  rules 
of  practice  unless  such  decision  is 
waived. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  in  the  event 
registrant  does,  not  appear  personally 
or  through  a  representative  at  the  time 
and  place  herein  set  or  as  otherwise  or¬ 
dered.  the  Hearing  Room  Clerk  shall  file 
with  the  Records  Officer  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  a  wrritten  statement  to  that  ef¬ 
fect  and  thereupon  the  Commission  will 
take  the  record  under  advisement  for 
decision. 

This  order  and  notice  shall  be  served 
on  registrant  personally  or  by  registered 
mail  forthwith,  and  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  not  later  than  fifteen 
(15)  days  prior  to  July  17,  1950. 

In  the  absence  of  an  appropriate 
waiver,  no  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Commission  engaged  in  the  performance 
of  investigative  or  prosecuting  functions 
in  this  or  any  factually  related  proceed¬ 
ing  will  be  permitted  to  participate  or 
advise  in  the  decision  upon  the  matter 
except  as  witness  or  counsel  in  proceed¬ 
ings  held  pursuant  to  notice.  Since  this 
proceeding  is  not  “rule  making’’  within 
the  meaning  of  section  4  (c)  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act,  it  is  not 
deemed  to  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
the  section  delaying  the  effective  date 
of  any  final  Commission  action. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois. 

Secretary. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  50-5533;  Filed,  June  27,  1950; 

8:47  a.  m.) 


Arthur  V.  Curry 

ORDER  FOR  PROCEEDINGS  AND  NOTICE  OF 
HEARING 

At  a  regular  session  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  held  at  its 
office  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C., 
on  the  21st  day  of  June  1950. 

In  the  matter  of  Arthur  V.  Curry,  210 
Fifth  Avenue,  New  York,  New  York,  and 
89-14  118th  Street,  Richmond  Hill,  New 
York  City,  New  York. 

I.  The  Commission’s  public  official 
files  disclose  that  Arthur  V.  Curry,  here¬ 
inafter  referred  to  as  registrant,  is  regis¬ 
tered  as  a  broker-dealer  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  15  (b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934. 

II.  The  Records  Officer  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  filed  with  the  Commission 
a  statement,  a  copy  of  which  is  attached 
hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof,1  stating 
that  registrant  did  not  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  reports  of  his  financial  condi¬ 
tion  during  the  calendar  years  1943, 1944, 
1945,  1946,  1947,  1948  or  1949  as  required 
by  section  17  (a)  cf  the  Securities  Ex- 
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change  Act  of  1934  and  Rule  X-17A-5 
adopted  thereunder. 

III.  The  information  reported  to  the 
Commission  by  its  Records  Officer  as  set 
forth  in  paragraph  II  hereof  tends,  if 
true,  to  show  that  registrant  violated 
section  17  (a)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  and  Rule  X-17A-5  adopted 
under  said  section. 

IV.  The  Commission,  having  consid¬ 
ered  the  aforesaid  information,  deems  it 
necessary  and  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  and  for  the  protection  of  invest¬ 
ors  that  proceedings  be  instituted  to 
determine : 

(a)  Whether  the  statements  set  forth 
in  paragraph  II  hereof  are  true ; 

(b)  Whether  registrant  has  wilfully 
violated  section  17  (a)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule  X-17A-5 
adopted  under  said  section ; 

(c)  Whether,  pursuant  to  section  15 
(b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  it  is  in  the  public  interest  to  revoke 
registration  of  registrant ;  and 

(d>  Whether,  pursuant  to  section  15 
(b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  pending  final  determination,  it  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  or  for  the  protection  of  investors 
to  suspend  the  registration  of  registrant. 

V.  It  is  ordered.  That  registrant  be 
given  an  opportunity  for  hearing  as  set 
forth  in  paragraph  IV  hereof  on  the  17th 
day  of  July  1950  at  the  main  office  of  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
located  at  425  Second  Street  NW„  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.  C.,  before  a  Hearing  Exam¬ 
iner  to  be  designated  by  the  Commission. 
On  such  date  the  Hearing  Room  Clerk  in 
Room  101,  North  Building,  will  advise  the 
parties  and  the  Hearing  Examiner  as  to 
the  room  in  which  such  hearing  will  be 
held.  The  Commission  will  consider  any 
motion  with  respect  to  a  change  of  place 
of  said  hearing  if  said  motion  is  filed  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  on  or 
before  July  10,  1950.  Upon  completion 
of  any  such  hearing  in  this  matter  the 
Hearing  Examiner  shall  prepare  a  recom¬ 
mended  decision  pursuant  to  Rule  IX  of 
the  rules  of  practice  unless  such  decision 
is  waived. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  in  the  event 
registrant  does  not  appear  personally  or 
through  a  representative  at  the  time  and 
place  herein  set  or  as  otherwise  ordered, 
the  Hearing  Room  Clerk  shall  file  with 
the  Records  Officer  of  the  Commission 
a  written  statement  to  that  effect  and 
thereupon  the  Commission  wrill  take  the 
record  under  advisement  for  decision. 

This  order  and  notice  shall  be  served 
on  registrant  personally  or  by  registered 
mail  forthwith,  and  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  not  later  than  fifteen 
(15)  days  prior  to  July  17,  1950. 

In  the  absence  of  an  appropriate 
waiver,  no  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Commission  engaged  in  the  performance 
of  investigative  or  prosecuting  functions 
in  this  or  any  factually  related  proceed¬ 
ing  will  be  permitted  to  participate  or  ad¬ 
vise  in  the  decision  upon  the  matter 
except  as  witness  or  counsel  in  proceed¬ 
ings  held  pursuant  to  notice.  Since  this 
proceeding  is  not  “rule  making”  within 
the  meaning  of  section  4  (c)  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act,  it  is  not 
deemed  to  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of 


the  section  delaying  the  effective  date  of 
any  final  Commission  action. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  1i.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  50-5532;  Filed,  June  27.  1950; 
„  8:47  a.  m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Office  of  Alien  Property 

Authority:  40  Stat.  411,  55  Stat.  839,  Pub. 
Laws  322,  671,  79th  Cong.,  60  Stat.  50,  925;  50 
U.  S.  C.  and  Supp.  App.  1,  616;  E.  O.  9193, 
July  6,  1942,  3  CFR,  Cum.  Supp.,  E.  O.  9567, 
June  8,  1945,  3  CFR,  1945  Supp.,  E.  O.  9788, 
Oct.  14.  1946,  11  F. R.  11981. 

[Return  Order  613] 

SOCIETE  DE  PROSPECTION  ElECTRIQUE 

(Procedes  Schlumberger) 

Having  considered  the  claim  set  forth 
below  and  having  issued  a  determination 
allowing  the  claim,  which  is  incorporated 
by  reference  herein  and  filed  herewith, 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  claimed  prop¬ 
erty,  described  below  and  in  the  deter¬ 
mination,  including  all  royalties  accrued 
thereunder  and  all  damages  and  profits 
recoverable  for  past  infringement  there¬ 
of,  be  returned  after  adequate  provision 
for  taxes  and  conservatory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Notice  of  Intention  To 
Return  Published,  and  Property 

Societe  de  Prospection  Electrique  (Procedes 
Schlumberger),  Paris,  France;  Claim  No. 
12806;  March  23,  1950  (15  F.  R.  1650).  All 
interests  and  rights  (including  all  royalties 
and  other  monies  payable  or  held  with  re¬ 
spect  to  such  interests  and  rights  and  all 
damages  for  breach  of  the  agreement  herein¬ 
after  described,  together  with  the  right  to 
sue  therefor)  created  in  Societe  de  Prospec¬ 
tion  Electrique  (Procedes  Schlumberger)  by 
virtue  of  an  agreement  dated  January  1,  1935 
(including  all  modifications  thereof  and  sup¬ 
plements  thereto,  if  any)  by  and  between 
Societe  de  Prospection  Electrique  (Procedes 
Schlumberger)  and  Schlumberger  Well  Sur¬ 
veying  Corporation,  which  agreement  relates, 
among  other  things,  to  Patent  No.  2,191,119; 
to  the  extent  owned  by  the  claimant  immedi¬ 
ately  prior  to  the  vesting  thereof  by  Vesting 
Order  No.  3432  (9  F.  R.  4657,  May  3,  1944). 

All  interests  and  rights  (including  all 
royalties  and  other  monies  payable  or  held 
with  respect  to  such  interests  and  rights 
and  all  damages  for  breach  of  the  agree¬ 
ments  hereinafter  described,  together  with 
the  right  to  sue  therefor)  created  in  Societe 
de  Prospection  Electrique  (Procedes  Schlum¬ 
berger),  by  virtue  of  an  agreement  dated 
January  1,  1936  (including  all  modifications 
thereof  and  supplements  thereto,  including, 
but  without  limitation,  letters  from  Societe 
de  Prospection  Electrique  to  Schlumberger 
Well  Surveying  Corporation,  dated  respec¬ 
tively  January  27,  1937;  August  4,  1937;  Sep¬ 
tember  27,  1937;  January  20,  1938;  February 
21,  1938;  September  9,  1938  and  October  4, 
1938,  and  letters  from  E.  G.  Leonardon  to 
Societe  de  Prospection  Electrique  dated  re¬ 
spectively  February  16,  1937;  August  17,  1937; 
February  3,  1938;  and  September  24,  1938) 
by  and  between  Societe  de  Prospection  Elec¬ 
trique  (Procedes  Schlumberger)  and 
Schlumberger  Well  Surveying  Corporation, 
which  agreement  relates,  among  other 
things,  to  Patent  No.  2,290,075;  to  the  extent 
owned  by  claimant  immediately  prior  to  the 
vesting  thereof  by  Vesting  Order  No.  3432 
Including  royalties  in  the  amount  of 
$776,464.66. 


This  return  shall  not  be  deemed  to  Include 
the  rights  of  any  licensees  under  the  above 
patent  contracts. 

In  connection  with  this  return,  claim¬ 
ant  has  furnished  the  Attorney  General 
certain  covenants  contained  in  a  letter 
dated  September  28,  1949.  These  cov¬ 
enants  are  attached  to  the  Determina¬ 
tion  filed  herewith  as  Exhibit  A. 

Appropriate  documents  and  papers  ef¬ 
fectuating  this  order  will  issue. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
June  20,  1950. 

For  thfe  Attorney  General. 

[seal!  Harold  I.  Baynton, 

Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-5471;  Filed.  June  23,  1950; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  14752] 

Eva  von  Heydebreck 

In  re:  Stock  owned  by  and  debts  owing 
to  Eva  von  Heydebreck;  F-38-2564- 
A-l;  C-l. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to 
law,  after  investigation,  it  Is  hereby 
found : 

1.  That  Eva  von  Heydebreck,  whose 
last  known  address  is  47  ^  Nieder- 
Aschau,  Oberbayern,  Germany,  is  a  resi¬ 
dent  of  Germany  and  a  national  of  a 
designated  enemy  county  (Germany); 

2.  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

a.  Those  certain  shares  of  stock  de¬ 
scribed  in  Exhibit  A,  attached  hereto 
and  by  reference  made  a  part  hereof, 
registered  in  the  name  of  the  persons 
set  forth  in  the  aforesaid  Exhibit  A, 
and  presently  in  the  custody  of  The  New 
York  Trust  Company,  100  Broadway, 
New  York,  New  York,  in  an  account  en¬ 
titled  H.  M.  H.  Albert  de  Bary  &  Co., 
N.  V.,  Amsterdam,  Holland,  together 
with  all  declared  and  unpaid  dividends 
thereon, 

b.  Three  (3)  shares  of  $25.00  par  value 
capital  stock  of  Standard  Oil  Company 
of  New  Jersey,  30  Rockefeller  Plaza,  New 
York  City,  New  York,  a  corporation  or¬ 
ganized  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
New  Jersey,  being  a  part  of  the  four  (4) 
shares  of  the  above  described  stock,  evi¬ 
denced  by  a  certificate  numbered 
3C123079,  registered  in  the  name  of  J.  C. 
Orr  &  Co.,  which  certificate  is  presently 
in  the  custody  of  The  New  York  Trust 
Company,  100  Broadway,  New  York,  New 
York,  in  an  account  entitled  H.  M.  H. 
Albert  de  Bary  &  Co.,  N.  V.,  Amsterdam, 
Holland,  together  with  any  and  all  de¬ 
clared  and  unpaid  dividends  thereon, 

c.  Four  (4)  shares  of  $15.00  par  value 
capital  stock  of  Consolidated  Natural 
Gas  Company,  30  Rockefeller  Plaza,  New 
York  City,  New  York,  a  corporation  or¬ 
ganized  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
Delaware,  being  a  part  of  the  twenty- 
six  (26)  shares  of  the  above  described 
stock  evidenced  by  a  certificate  num¬ 
bered  0277649,  registered  in  the  name  of 
Cobb  &  Co.,  which  certificate  is  presently 
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in  the  custody  of  The  New  York  Trust 
Company,  100  Broadway,  New  York,  New 
York,  in  an  account  entitled  H.  M.  H. 
Albert  de  Bary  &  Co.,  N.  V.,  Amsterdam, 
Holland,  together  with  any  and  all  de¬ 
clared  and  unpaid  dividends  thereon, 

d.  Two  (2)  shares  of  $10.00  par  value 
common  capital  stock  of  Wisconsin  Elec¬ 
tric  Power  Company,  231  West  Michigan 
Street,  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin,  a  corpora¬ 
tion  organized  under  the  laws  of  the  State 
of  Wisconsin,  being  a  part  of  the  five  (5) 
shares  of  the  above  described  stock 
evidenced  by  a  certificate  numbered 
PM35674,  registered  in  the  name  of  J.  C. 
Orr  &  Co.,  which  certificate  is  presently 
In  the  custody  of  The  New  York  Trust 
Company,  100  Broadway,  New  York,  New 
York,  in  an  account  entitled  H.  M.  H. 
Albert  de  Bary  &  Co.,  N.  V.,  Amsterdam, 
Holland,  together  with  any  and  all  de¬ 
clared  and  unpaid  dividends  thereon, 

e.  That  certain  debt  or  other  obligation 
of  The  New  York  Trust  Company,  100 
Broadway,  New  York,  New  York,  arising 
out  of  the  receipt,  on  and  after  May  10, 
1940,  of  cash  dividends  derived  from  the 
shares  of  stock  described  in  the  aforesaid 
Exhibit  A  and  subparagraphs  2-b,  2-c 
and  2-d  hereof  constituting  a  portion  of 
the  sum  of  money  on  deposit  with  The 
New  York  Trust  Company,  in  a  blocked 
dollar  account,  entitled  H.  M.  H.  Albert 
de  Bary  &  Co.,  N.  V.,  Amsterdam,  Holland, 
maintained  at  the  aforesaid  bank,  and 


any  and  all  rights  to  demand,  enforce 
and  collect  the  same, 

f .  That  certain  debt  or  other  obligation 
of  The  New  York  Trust  Company,  100 
Broadway,  New  York,  New  York,  arising 
out  of  the  receipt,  on  and  after  May  10, 
1940,  of  the  proceeds  of  the  redemption 
of  and  interest  coupons  collections  from 
one  (1)  $1,000  Glen  Alden  Coal  Company 
1st  Mortgage  4%  Bond,  due  September  1, 
1965,  bearing  the  number  16638,  which 
proceeds  are  presently  on  deposit  with 
The  New  York  Trust  Company,  in  a 
blocked  dollar  account,  entitled  H.  M.  H. 
Albert  de  Bary  &  Co.,  N.  V.,  Amsterdam, 
Holland,  maintained  at  the  aforesaid 
bank,  and  any  and  all  rights  to  demand, 
enforce  and  collect  the  same,  and 

g.  That  certain  debt  or  other  obliga¬ 
tion  owing  to  Eva  von  Heydebreck,  by 
American  Express  Company,  65  Broad¬ 
way,  New  York,  New  York,  in  the  amount 
of  $300.00,  as  of  December  31,  1945,  to¬ 
gether  with  any  and  all  accruals  thereto, 
evidenced  by  five  (5)  unredeemed  Amer¬ 
ican  Express  Company  travelers  checks, 
of  w’hich  four  (4)  are  in  the  face  amount 
of  $50.00  and  are  numbered  P9663498  to 
P9663501,  inclusive,  and  one  (1)  is  in  the 
face  amount  of  $100.00  and  is  numbered 
R3 169410,  and  any  and  all  rights  to  de¬ 
mand,  enforce  and  collect  the  same, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on  ac¬ 


count  of,  or  which  is  evidence  of 
ownership  or  control  by  Eva  von  Heyde¬ 
breck,  the  aforesaid  national  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined : 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States  re¬ 
quires  that  such  person  be  treated  as  a 
national  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  in¬ 
terest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attor¬ 
ney  General  of  the  United  States  the 
property  described  above,  to  be  held, 
used,  administered,  liquidated,  sold  or 
otherwise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of 
and  for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  nerein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10 
of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
June  9,  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 


Exhibit  A 


Name  and  address  of  issuer 


Place  of  incor¬ 
poration 

Certificate 

number 

Number  of 
shares 

Par  value 

Type  of  stock 

Registered  name 

Montana.  .  _ 

G 90525 

15 

$50 

Capital _ _ 

Cobb  &  Co. 

89096 

6 

$50 

F895796 

4 

$50 

Delaware..... 

NY  028399 

50 

No  par 

Common _ 

Do. 

New  Y'ork..  _ 

N  YE707558 

50 

No  par 

_ do _ _ 

Do. 

NY’E262048 

30 

No  par. 

Pennsylvania _ 

F247732 

26 

$50 

Capital _ _ _ 

Do. 

886090 

3 

$50 

900418 

1 

$50 

New  Jersey... 

CC934950 

40 

$25 

Capital _ 

J.  C.  Orr  &  Co. 

dn  _  _  _  T 

M 107237 

30 

$10 

Common _ _ 

Do. 

M126086 

10 

$10 

Kansas  _ 

N  052062 

10 

$8.75 

Common _ 

Do. 

New  Jersey.. _ 

A41307 

4 

$4 

_ do _ 

Do. 

Anaconda  Copper  Mining  Co.,  25  Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y _ 

Climax  Molybdenum  Co.,  505  Fifth  Ace.,  New  York  18,  N.  Y _ 

General  Electric  Co.,  570  Lexington  Ave.,  New  York,  N.  Y _ 

Pennsylvania  R.  R.  Co-,  Broad  St.  Station  Bldg.,  Philadelphia,  Pa _ 


Standard  Oil  Co.  of  New  Jersey,  30  Rockefeller  Plata,  New  York  City, 
New  York. 

North  American  Co.,  315  North  12th  Bvd.,  St.  Louis  1,  Mo _ 

Kansas  Power  A  Light  Co.,  808  Kansas  Ave.,  Toepka,  Kans _ 

W  est  Kentucky  Coal  Co.,  44  South  Main  St.,  Madisonville,  Ky _ 


(F.  R.  Doc.  50-5617;  Filed,  June  27,  1950;  8:55  a.  m.] 


